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Firſt Conterence. 


The Sociniay's Proteſtant-Plea for his not holding any 
thing contrary to the ZZoly Scriptures. 
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Hat he believes all contained in the Scriptures to be God's 


b x 
| Word; and therefore implicitly believes thoſe truths, 


OBS AAS no inde; 


7 againſt which beerrs. I. 2. 
2. That alſo he uſeth has beſt endeavor to find the true ſenſe of Scrip- 
F tures : and, that mores not required of him from God for his Faith or 
£ Salvation, than doing his beſt endeavour for attaining it. F. 2. 
; 3. That, as for anexplicite Faith required of ſome points-neceſſary, he is 


ſufficiently aſſured , that this point concerning the Son's Conſubſtan- 
tiality with the Father, as tothe affirmative, s not ſo from the Pro» 
3 teſtant”s affirming all neceſſuries to be clear in Scripture, even to the 
2 unlearned; which this, inthe affirmative, is not to him. \. 
1 4. That ſeveralexpreſs, and plas Scriptures do perſwade him, that the 
negative(if either) wi neceſſary to be believed; and that from the 
| clearneſs of Scriptures, he hath as much certainty inth point,as Pro 
1 teftants can have from them in ſome other, held againſt the common 
7 expreſſions of the former times of the Church. F. 6, 8. 
+5. That, for the right underſtanding of Scriptures, either he may be 
| certain of a juſt induſtry uſed; or elſe, that Proteſtants, in aſſerting 
that the Scriptures are plain only to the induſtrious; and. then, that 
none are certain, when they have uſed a juſt induſtry, thus muſt ſtill 
remain alſo uncertain in their Faith; as not knowing, whether-ſome 
defett inthis their induſtry cauſeth them not to miſtake the Scriptures. 
6. Laſtly, That none have uſed more —_— in the ſearch of Scripture, 
than the Socinians, as appears by their Writings, additting them- 
ſelves wholly to this Word of God, and not ſuffering themſelves to be 
any way byaſs'd by any other humane, either modern, or ancient Au- 


thority. F. 9. 
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Where, The Proteſtant's, and Socinian's pretended Cer- 
tainty of the ſenſe of Scripture apprehended by them, 

Digreſs. < and made the ground of their Faith againſt the ſenſe of 
the ſame Scripture declared by the major part of the Church 
# examined. \. 9. 


O ſhew the invalidity of ſuch a Guide. as Proteſtants 

have framed to themſelyes for preſerving the true 

Faith , and ſuppreſſing Hereltes , harh for ſeveral 

years been the Subject of divers Modern Pens: Bur, 

becauſe Inſtances and Examples, ſeemto ſome, more weighty 
and convincing, it is thought fit (the more to awaken, and the 
better to ſatisfhe him) here to let the Reader ſee what Apology 
a Secinian (who tho' denying the Trinity, and our Saviors 
Deity, yet, moſt zcalouſly urges Scripture, and its plainneſs in 
all neceſſaries, as if it juſtified his own Errors, or that he Er- 
red only in matters not neceſſary) upon the Proteſtant Prin- 
ciples may return for himſelf to a Proteſtant endeavouring to 
reduce him to the true Faith and the Nicene Creed ; and uling 
any of theſe five Motives thereto, viz. The Teſtimony of 1. 
Scripture. 2, Catholic-Church-Authority. 3. Councils, with 


_ the Danger and Guilr of 4. Hereſie, and 5. Schiſm. Nor in- 


tending hereby toequal all Proteſtant Opinions with the Soci- 
»ian ; but inferring that theſe Pleas as relating to theſe Motiyes 
w1ll as rationally juſtifie the Socinian as the Proteſtant. 


SG 

For, ſuppoſe a Proteſtant, firſt, concerning the Scriptures, 
queſtion a Socinian in this manner. | 

Prot. Why do you, to the great danger of your foul, and ſal- 
vation, not believe, God the Sox to be of one, and the "ſame eſſence, 
and (ubſtance with God the Father, it being ſo principal an Articlc 
of the Chriſtian Faith, delivercd in the Holy Scriptures ? 

Soc. To give you a fatisfaCtory account of this matter. 1 
do believe, with other Chriſtians, that the Scriptures are the 
Word of God ; and, with other Proteſtants, that they are a 
perfe&t Rule of my faith. 

Prot. But, this ſecures you not, unleſs you believe - according 
to this Rule , which in this point, you do not. 

Soc. However I believe in this point; truly, or falfly; 1 
am ſecure that my Faith is entire, as to all zeceſſary points of 
Faith. 

Prot, How ſo? 
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that & neceſſary there. _ 

Prot. This muſt needs be true : but mean while, if there be 
either ſome part of Scripture not known art all by you; or the 
true ſenſe of ſome part of that you know (for, the Scripture,-as 


that Author notes t, #s not ſo much the words, as the ſenſe) be miſta- {Chill. p. 87: 


ken by you, how can you ſay, you believe all the Scriptures ? 
For, when you ſay, you belicve all the Scripture, you mean 
only this : that you believe, that, whatſoever is the true. ſenſe 
thereof, that is Go#s Word; and moſt certainly true : which be- 
lief of yours doth very well confiſt with your not believing, or 
alſo your believing the contrary to the. true ſenſe thereof: .and 
then you, not believing the true ſenſe of ſome part oft at leaſt, 
may alſo not believe the true ſenſe of ſomething neceſſary, there ; 
which is quite contrary to your concluſion here. | 

Soc. t I believe, that that. ſenſe of them which God 
intendeth whatſoever it is, & certainly true; And thus I believe 
implicitely even thoſe wery truths , againſ# which TI err, Next. : 


of induſtry , as humane prudence, and. ordinary diſcretion ( my 
abilities, and opportunities, my diſtrattions, and hindrances , 
and all other things cmſidered ) ſhall adviſe me unto in a mat- 
Fer of ſuch Conſequence. Of uſing which endeavour alſo, I con- 
ceive, I may be ſufficiently certain : [for otherwiſe, I can have 
no certainty of any thing I believe from this compleat Rule of 
Scriptures ; this due endeavor being the condition, which Pro- 
teſtants require, that I ſhall not be, as to all neceſſaries,deceived 
in the ſenſe of Scripture.) Now, being conſcious to my ſelf of 
ſuch a right endeavor uſed : | Yor me, to belizve, further, 
this or that to be the true ſenſe of ſome Scriptures ; or to believe the 
true ſenſe of them, and 10 avoid the falſe, is not neceſſary, either to 
»y faith or ſalvation. For, if God would bave had his meaning 
in theſe places certainly known, how could it ſtand with his wiſ- 
dom, i ſo wanting to his own will and end, as to ſpeak obſcurely? 
Or how can it conſiſt with his juſtice to require of men to know 
certainly the meaning of thoſe words which he himſelf hath not 
revealed? f — For my error or ignorance in what is not plain- 
ly contained in Scripture, after my beſt endeavour ufed; to ſay that 
God will damn me for ſuca errors, who am a lover of _ and 
over 


Soc. Becauſe, as M..Chillingworth ſaith +— He that. believes all tp-23,159, 
that # inthe Bible, all that is in the Scriptures (as Ido) believes all 367. 


I do tay beſt endeavour to believe Scripture in the true + Chill. 1h. ; 
ſenſe thereof. [By my be(Þ* endeavour I mean T, ſuch a meaſare + Chill p.19. | 


I 


& 3. 
tChill.p. 18: | 


t Chillingw, | 
p. 102. : 


+ Chill.p.18, 


92, 


ly 


S. 5 
+Ckzl1. p.92. 


The Proteſtants Plea 


over of truth, u to rob man of bs comfort, aud God of his goodmeſs ; is 
to make man deſperate, and God a Tyrant, 

Prot. But this defence will no way ſerve your turn for all 
points. of Faith revealed in Scripture : for you ought to have of 
{ome points an expreſs and explicze Faith. 

Soc. Of wizat,points ? | 

Prot. Of all thoſe that are fundamental and neceſſary. 

Soc. Then if this point of Conſubſtantiality of the Sou with God 
the Father be none of the Fundamentals, and necefſaries, wherein 
Tam to havea right and an explicire Faith, - the account I haye 
given you already, I hope, is ſatisfactory. > 

Bur next: Iam ſecure, that this point, which is the ſubject 
of our diſcourſe, at leaſt in the affirmative thercof, is no tun- 
damental ; for, according to the Proteſtant principles F — 
The Scripture is a Rule, as ſufficiently perfett, ſo ſufficiently 
intelligible in things neceſſary, to all that have underſtand- 
ing , whether learned, or unlearned. Neither is any thing 
neceſſary ts be believed, but what is plainly revealed : for 
to ſay, that when a place of Scripture by reaſon of ambigu- 
ous terms lies indifferent between divers ſenſes, whereof one 
# true, and the other falſe, that God obligeth men under pain of dam- 
nation not to miſtake through error, and humane 'frailty, is to make 
God a Tyrant, and to ſay that he requires of m certainty to at- 


' tain that end, for the attaining whereof we have no certain 


means. In fine, | where Scriptnres are plain, as they are in neceſſa- 


t Chill. p.59 ries, they need no infallible Interpreter , no further explanation (to 


me] ; and where they are not plain, there if I, uſing diligence to 
find ahe truth , do yet miſs of it, and fall imto Error, there is no 
danger in it. 

Prot. Truc.Such neceſſary points are clear to the unlearncd, 
uſing a due Induſtry, void of a contrary intereſt, ec. 

Soc. And mn ck induſtry I may bc afſurcd, I have nor been 
deficient, having beſtowed much ſtudy on this matter, read 
the Controverlie on both ſides; compared Texts, ec. (as alſo 
appcars in the diligent writings of others of my perſwalion ) ; 
and aftcr all this, the ſente ot Scripture alſo, which 1 embrace, 


(a ſenſe, you know, decried and perſecuted by moft Chriſtians) 
is vcry contrary to all my ſecular relations, intereſt , and 

. Profit. : | 
Now, after all this ſearch I have uſed, I am fo far ſatii 
fied, that this point, on the affirmative fide, 1s not clear, and 
cyident 


for a Socinian. 


evident in Scripture (and therefore no Fundamental) that I 
can produce moſt clear and evident places out of the Scriptures 
(if a man can be_certain of any thing from the perſpicuity of 
its Expreſſions) that the contrary of it is ſo. 

[See Crellius 1n the Preface to his Book De uno Deo Patre, 
Hexc de uno Deo Patre ſententia plurimis, ac clariſhmis ſacrarum- 
literarum teſtimonits nititur videns ſ[ententie veritas,'& ratio- 
um firmiſſimarum & ſacris literis ſpomit ſubnaſcentium raultitudo, 
ingenit noſtri tenuitatem ſublevat, &c.  Argumenta, quwe ex: ſa- 
cris literis deprompſimus, per ſe plana ſunt,. ac facilia adeo quidem,. 


ut eorum vins declinare alia ratione non poeſſint adverſarii, quam ut 4 


werborum ſimplicitate tum ipſi defleftant, tum' nos abducere conentur. © 


And ſee the particular. places of Scripture which they urge 


(where, as to the exprefſion, and other Texts being laid aſide, 


that ſeems to be ſaid, as it were. totidems verbs, which the Soci- 
mans maintain). oh. 4. 28. 17. 3 Ep. 1 Cor. 8. 6.—— Col. 
I. 15. & Rev. 2. 14. [I fet not down this to countenance their 
Cauſe, but to ſhew their Confidence.” 

Prot. O ſtrange Preſumption! And is not your judgment, 
then, liable to miſtake in the true ſenſe of theſe Scriptures, be- 
cauſe you ſtrongly perſuade your ſelf, they are moſt eyident on 

our 11de ? 
: Soc. *Tis true, that I may miftake in the ſenſe of ſome Scrip- 
ture ; but it follows not from hence, that I can be certain of 
the ſenſe of »o Scriptures. To anſwer you in the' words of 


Mr. Chillingworth } —— Tho I pretend not to certain means | Chillingw.. 


C. 7. 


in interpreting all Scripture , particularly ſuch places as are Pp. 111. 


obſcure and ambiguous ; yet this methinks ſhould be no in- 
pediment , bur that we may have certain means of not er- 
ring in, and about the ſenſe of thoſe places which are ſo 
plain and clear , that they need no Interpreters; and in ſucb 
this my Faith is contained. If you ask me, how I can be 
ſure, that I know the true meaning of theſe places? I ask 
You again; Can you be ſure you underſtand whas I, or any 
man elſe ſaith ; They that heard our Saviour and the Apo- 
files Preach, can they have ſufficient aſſurance that they un- 
derſtood at any time what they would have thew do? If not, 
to. what end did they hear them? If they could, why may not 
IT be as well aſſured, that I underſtand ſufficiently, what I con- 
ceive plain in their Writings ? Again; Ipray tell me,whether do 
you certainly know the ſenſe of theſe Scriprturcs,for the evidence 
of which you ſeparated from the Church that was before Luther, 
requiring 
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requiring conformity to the contrary Doftrines, as a condition 
of her Communion ? If you do, then give ws leave to have the 
ſame means, and the ſame abilities to know other plain places, which 
you have to know theſe. For if all the Scripture be obſcure, how 

can'you know the ſenſe of theſe places? If ſome places of it be plain, 
+1b.p. 112. why ſhould I ſtay bere ? Tf you ask, ſeeing I may poſſibly err, 
how can I be aſſured I do not? I ask you again, ſeeing your eye- 

ſight may deceive you , how can you be ſure you ſee the Sun 
Ib : ; I 
i419. P. 117+ 2phen you do ſee it? + A Fudge may poſſibly err 4n Fudgment, 
, can he therefore mever hav? aſſurance that he hath judged right- 
ly? a Traveller may poſſibly miſtake his way ; muſt I therefore 
be doubtful whether. I am in the right way from my Hall to my 

Chamber ? Or caw our London Carrier have no certainty in the 

middle of the day, when he us ſober, and in his wits, that be « in 

+ 1b. p. 112, 0% way to London ?—Thz I am certain of, that God will not re- 
quire of me a ccrtainly unerring belief, unleſs he had given me a certain 

Los to avoid error , andif I uſe thoſe which Thave, will never require 
& bill 9. ” of me,that T uſethat which 1 have nit }. —— This is Mr. Chilling- 
p 6, +1405 worth*s ſolid Plea againſt che Papiſt's grand Objeftion, for the 
3 Se I proving an uncertainty in the Proteſtant's Faith upon any their 

4 pretence of evident Scripture. 

Prot. But the Scriptures, which you urge againſt the Son's be- 
ing the ſame one only God with God the Father, carry not the ſame 
evidence and clearneſs, as thoſe Scriptures do, whereon Prote- 
ſtants build the certainty of their Faith againſt the Papiſts; or 
army the common Church-Dofctrines that were before 
Luther. : 

Soc. That fay the Papiſts of your plain Scriptures, which 
you of mine : ſ ray, what can be ſaid more plain, or in what 
point, in your Opinion, more fundamental (wherein we con- 
tend Scripture is moſt clear, even to the unlearned), than this, 
in Joh. 17. 3. — Ut cognoſcant te [Pater] ſolum verum Deum ; &, 
quem miſiſti, Feſum Chriſtum— And, 1 Cor. 8. 6. Unns Deus, Pater ; 
&- unus Dominus, Feſus. And, Eph. 4. ver. 5. Unus eſt Dominus, 
C1. c. Feſus ;] and then, wer. 6. Unus eft Deus, &- Pater omnium— 
And, Joh. 14. 1. Creditis in Deum, & in me credite—— And v. 28. 
Pater meus major me eft. I ſay, what more clcar for proving the 

«Father his being the true, moſt high God, and excluding the 
other Perſons [the Son, or the Holy Ghoſt] from being the very 
ſame God ? 


Prot. An 


rt 
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Prot. And 1. what more clear, on the other ſide, than theſe 
Texts, Rom. 9. 5. Of whom, as concerning the fleſh, Chriſt came, who 
zs over all, God bleſſed for ever And, Tit. 2. 13. The glorious 
appearing of the great God, and our Saviour Teſus Chriſt. And t—we #17eb.5.20 
are in him that is true, even in his Son Feſus Chriſt. This ts the true "M 
God end eternal life, ſpoken by St. John, the great vindicator, 
againſt Ebion, Cerinthus, Carpocrates and other, in his time, op- 
poſers of our Lord's Divinity ——And Apoc. 1. 8. compared + $. 77jeroy 
With 1. 17. I am Alpha and Omega, the beginning and the J, wirg il- 
ending, which is, and which was, and which is to come, the Al.- luſt. ; 
mighty ? I ay, what more clear than theſe Texts, for ſhewing 
the rrue Deity of Chriſt ? 2. And then, how many other clear 
Texts are there, afferting the Eternity of our Lord ; that he is 
nothing made or created, but pre-cxitſtent before the conſtitu- 
tion of the World ; cqual with God ; and that Heaven, and 
Earth, and all things were made by him, that were made; and 
that he deſcended from Heaven from his Father,when he took 
our nature upon him? See Fob, I. 1. &C.—}. 13. Heb 1.2.3, 10 
8&C— Fob. 17. 5, 24.— Phil. 2. 6. ---7oh. 6. 38. —— 16. 28. 
1. Tim. 2. 16.—-Heb.2. 14. And . then,his Deity and Eternity thus 
cicared, his Deiry can be no other, than, in the total cence 
thereof, numerically the ſame with that of - God rhe Father. 
For, thoſe of your own Scct, together with the whole Chri- 
{tian world,do acknowledge,r. That there is but one numerical 
molt high God, an inicparable attribute of whom 1s his Crea- 
ting of the world, and precxiſtence before” it. And again ; 2. 
That the ſubſtance or cfſence of this moſt high God, is not any 
wav diviſible, partible or multipliable; fo that, Sz Chriſtus ex 
Det ſubſtantid generatus ſuit, tota e Patris ſubſtantia, eadem numero, 
communicata fuit. Sec Volkel. de wera Rel. I. 5. c. 12. upon which 
conſequence we!l diicerned, your predecefſors were conſtrained 
ro detert Ar janiſm, or iemi-Arianitm , and to take in other 
reipetts a more deſperate wav, of denying anv pre-cxittence of 
0:1r Lord beforc his Incarnation : To return then to our butt- 
neſs. All Scripture being equally trac ; you know, no TIcxr 
thereof can be pronounced clear in fuch a ienſe, which others, 
as clear contradict. The non- conftderation of which bv the 
paſonate or unlearned, 1s the morher of all errors. The Texts 
therefore that you produce here io manitelt on vour fide, thar 
they mav not contradict many more others asclcar aga! aſt Vou, 
arc to be underſtood to ipcak of our Lord only according to 
his Incarnaticn, A:iias and Mediatorſhip, in which he hath an 
b inferiority 


* Sorm. at 
Whitehall, 
March 12, 
1664. p. 17. 
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inferiority to the Father and is our Lord,by a ſpecial Redempti- 
on with his blood, in another manner, than He together with 
his Father, in the ſame effence, isthe one true God. 

Soc. All the Texts you have mentioned have been diligently 
conlidered, and anſwered by our party. 

Prot. And your Anſwers arc new, forced, abſurd,as may clear- 
ly appcar to any rational and indifferent perſon peruſing Vol- 
KRelizs | 5. from the 10.to the 14. Chapter. But to omit this 
diſpatc, as now befide my purpoſe. If your ſenſe of the Scrip- 
tures, you have urged,be ſo manifelt and clear, as you uobrendy ; 
how comes fo great a part of the Chriſtian world (doubrlcts 
rational men), in the ſenſe of rhele very Scripturcs to much to 
differ from you ? Therefore here I cannor bur ſtil] ſuppoſe in 
you the defect of a due induſtry,well comparing theſe Scriptures, 
and void of pride, paſſion, and other interelt. 

Soc. And I return the like queſtion tro you. If, on the clear- 
nels of the exprets ſenle of rheie Scripturcs, I carmot intallibly 
ground my faith, againſt many other rarional men contradiCct- 
ing ; on what plainnels of the {cnic of any other Scripture 1s it, 
that Proteſtants can ground theirs againſt a contrary 1enſe given 
by the learned ; by teveral Councils ; by the whole Church of 
lome ages, as they do ; not promiſing to the Councils, even 
ro the four firſt, an abſolute, bur conditional aflent, viz. only 
to far, as their Decrces agree with thele clear Scriptures? If 
neither the plain words ot Scripture can afford a ſufficient cer- 
tainty to me in this matter, which Scripturcs, you ſay, in fun- 
damentals arc to all perfſpicuous (and iuch do many decm this 
point) ; nor I can have a ſufficient aſſurance of uling an unbiaſt 
induſtry in the undcritanding of thete Scriptures,and allo in the 
comparing them with others, in which am conlcious to my 
teif of no negicet, I fec no fufficient ground of my preſuming 
ro underitand any other part of Scripture ; and then, wherein 
can lyethe affurance of a Protcltant's Faith, for his not erring 
1m Fundamentals at leaſt? Biſhop Lany tells me, * That when we 
have certain knowledye of a thing, we may ſafely learn from the 
Schosls, viz. Uoi non eſt formido contrarit ; that after diligent ſearch 
and inquiry when there remains no [cruple, doubt, and fear of the con- 
trary, won the underſtanding is fixt, we are ſaid to be certain—And 
thet they who will [ay it, and do think jo te9, may ſafely be abſolved 
from the guilt of diſobedience, 


Prer, 
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Prot. f You have a judgment of diſcretion I grant, and may In- TDr. Ferne 
terpret Scripture for your ſelf: without the uſe of which Fudgment jou Diviſion of 
cannot ſerve God with a reaſonable ſervice, who are alſo to give ac- Churches, p. 
count of your ſelf, and are tobe [aved by your own Faith, and do periſh 4.6.6 1.Chil- 
upon your 021 ſcore. T None may uſurp that royal prerogative of linw. Þ. 57. 
Heaven in preſcribing infallibly in matters queſtioned, but leave all to + Sui myfl. 
Judge according to the Pande(ts of the Divine Laws, becauſe each Mem- Pp. I, 2. 
ber of this Soctety is bound to take care of his Soul, and of all things 
that tend thereto * In matters of Religion, when the queſtion 15, *Chillinw 
whether any man be a fit judge, and chooſer for himſelf, we ſuppoſe ; _ 
men honeſt, and ſuch as underſtand the difference between a moment 9s" 
and eternity. And then I ſuppoſe that all the neceſſary points in Rel:- 
gion are plain and eaſie, and conſequently every man in this caſe to be 
a compleat Judge for himſelf, becauſe it concerns himſelf to Fudge arighr, 
as much as eternal happineſs is worth : and if th: engh his own detanlt 
he Judge amiſs, he alone ſhall ſuffer for it. To God's rightzous 
Judgment therefore I mult finally remit you. Ar your ewn 
peril be it. This, of the Sociniar's - Plea concerning the 
Scripture on his 11de. 

W here the ſeli-clearneſs of the ſenſe of Scriptures, not miſta- &F. 9: 
kable in Fundamentals, or neceſfarics, upon a due induſtry ; 
uſed (of which alſo rightly uſed, men may be ſafficiently aflit- 
red,) being made the ground, as you ſee, of the Proteſtants 
and Socinians Faith, before theie two proceed to any further 
conterence, give me leave to interpoſe a word berween thei, 
concerning this certainty ſo much {ſpoken of, and preſumed 
ON 


And here firſt, from this way, lately taken bv many Pro- 
teſtants, there ſeems to be ſomething neceſſarily contequent, v. 20, 
wich [ ſuppoſe they will by no means allow ; v2. Thar in- 
{tead of the Roman Church her ietting up fome men, (the 
Church Governors,) as infa[lible in necefſaries, here is ſer up 
by them every Chriſtian, it hewill, both infallible in all nc- 
cefſaries; and certain that he is ſo. For the Scripture they af. 
firm maſt clear in all neccffarics to all uling a due induſtry.and 
of this duc indultry they alio athrm, men may be certain, that 
they have utcd it; being not all, pyſible, endeavour, but tuch a 
meaſure thereof as ordinary diſcretion, &C. adviſeth to. (See Mr. 
Chillimgworth, p. 19.) And next, from- this aihirmed , that 
every one may be {o certain in_all Fundamentals, it nut bc 
maintained alſo, that their Ipiritual Guides, ina conjunction of 
cnem, nay more, Cvcrv ſingle R—_ or Presvytcr, 1t thev 
YL are 
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are not, yet may be, an infallible Guide to the people in all 


Points neceflary. And therefore M. C5:%ingworth freely ſpeaks 
to this purpoſe That theſe alſo may be both in Fundamentals, 


and alſo in ſome points unfundamental, both certain of the infallibility 
of their Rule, and that they do manifeſtly proceed according to it : and 
then, in what they are certain that they cannot be miſtaken, they may 
((irh hel|) lawfully decide the controverſies about them, and without 
raſhneſs propoſe their decrees, as certain, divine Revelations : and 
excommunicate or anathematize any man perſiſting in the contrary 
error. And there ſeems reaſon in ſuch Anathema ; becauſe all 
others cither do or may know the truth of the fame decrees by 
the ſame certain means, as theſe Governors do. Now then; 
what certainty the Guides of a particular Church may have, I 
hope may alſo thoſe of the Church Catholick : and then, obc- 
dience being yielded to theſe by all their inferiors, this will re- 
ſtore all things to their right courſe. All this follows upon 
certainty, 1. That Scriptures are plain in Fundamentals ; 
And 2. That due induſtry is uſed to underſtand them. Bur, 
ir you ſhould deny that men can havea certainty of their in- 
duſtry rightly uſed ; then again, 1s all the fair ſecurity- theſe 
men promiſe their followers of their not erring in necefſarics 
quite vaniſhed. 

Butnow.to paſs from this coniequence, (to which I know nor: 
what can be faid), and to enquire a little after the true grounds 
of our ccrtainty in any thing, which is here ſo much pretended. 

I. It cannot be denycd, that he that doth err in one thing, 
may bc certain, rhat he doth noterr in ſome other ; becaulc R 
may have ſufficient ground and means for his nor crring in onc 
thing, which he hath not in another. Nor again denicd, that 
he, who poſſibly may err , yet in the fame thing may be cer- 
tain, that he doth not crr, 1 Md not neglecting ſome means,whicl: 
hc knows will certainly keep him from error. 

2. But notwithſtanding theſe : This ſeems alſo neceſſary to 
be granted on the other fide (and is fo by learned Proteſtants.) 
That in what kind of knowledge ſocver it be (whether of our 
Senſe or Reaſon, in whatever Art or Science) one can never right!y 
aſſure himſelf concerning his own knowledge, that he is certain 
of any thing fora truth, which all, or moſt othcrs of the ſame 
or better abillie for their cognoſcitive faculties, inall the ſame 
external means, or grounds of the knowledge thereof, do pro- 
NOUnce an error, Not, as if truth were not to, though all the 
World oppoſe it ; nor had: certain grounds to be ves 6h, | 
though - 


for a Socinian. 


though all the World ſhould deny them ; but becauſe the - 


true- knowledge of it, and them , cannot. poſſibly appear to 
one mans inteile&,. and,. ommibis paribus, not to others. Now 
for any diſparity, as to defect, whether in the infrument, or in 
the means of knowledge, there, where all or moit differ from 
me, it ſeems a ſtrange pride not to imagine this defe&t in m 

{elf, rather than them ; eſpecially, * whenas, all the ——_— 
of my Science are communicated to them ; and * whenas, for 
my own miſtakes, I cannot know exactly the extent. of ſuper- 
natural deluſions. I fay, be this in what knowledge we pleaſe ; 
in that of ſenſe, ſeeing, hearing, numbring, or in any of Mr. Chil- 
lingworth's former 7% none mentioned, (I. 7. So, I can never 


T0 


rationally aſſure my ſclf of what I ſee, when men, as well or- 


better ſighted, and all external circumſtances for any thing I 


know. being the ſame, tec no ſuch matter. And this is the Rule 


alſo propoied by learned Proteſtants to keep every Fanatick 
from pleading certainty in his own conceit.. See Arch-Bitho 
Laud (F. 33. Conlid. 5; n. 1.) and Hooker (Preface $.6.) their 
deligning of a clear evidence, or. demonſtrative argument, vis. 
Such as propoſed to any man, and underſtood, the mind cannot chuſe 
but inwardly aſſent to it ; and therefore, ſurcly, propoſed to many 
men, the mind of the moſt cannot diſſent trom it. 
Conſequently, in the Scripture ; abſtratting from the 1n- 
ward opcrations of God's Holy Spirit, and any external infal- 
lible Guide, (which intallible Guide Scripture it ſelf cannot be 
to t2y0 men delivering a contrary ſenſe thereof : ) I ſee not from 
whence any certainty can ariic to particular perſons, for ſo 
many Textsor places thereof, concerning the ſenſe of which, 
the molt, or the moſt learned, or their Superiors, to whom 
alſoall their motives or arguments are repreſented, do differ 
from them. From the plainneſs of the expreſhon or Gram- 
matical conſtruction of the words, ſuch certainty cannot ariſe; 
unleſs no term thereof can poſſibly be diſtinguiſhed, or taken 
in a diverie or unliteral ſenſe; bur, if it cannot be ſo raken,then 
all Expoſitors muſt nceds agree in one and the ſame ſenſe. For 
Example, For the Literal and Grammatical ſenſe, what I ext 
Plainer than [Hoe 4 corps meum]? and yet Proteſtants under- 
ſtand it otherwiſe. Very dehicicnr therefore ſeemerh that aniwer 
of Mr. Cm, 0-45 to F, Knot ||, urging,That the firſ# Reformers 


ought to have donbted, whether thetr opinions were certain, —Which 


||-Chillingw, . 


7s to ſay (anſwers he), that they ought to have doubted of the certain- P. 397- 


ty of Seripture ;, which in formal and expreſs terms, contains many. 
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of their opinions whenas the greater world of Catholicks ſees ng 
{uch matter.] Beſides, as there is no term almoſt in any ſen- 
rence, bur is capable of ſeveral acceptions; ſo, ſince.no falſhood, 
nodilcord is in the Scriptures, there is no {cnrence in it, how- 
ever ſounding for the expreſſion, but muſt be reconciled in its 
ſenſe to all the reſt ; and for this a diligent comparing of Texts 
is neceſſary, to attain the true meaning of many places, that 
icem at the firſt ſight moſt clear in what they ſay, but that there 
are alto other places as clear that ſcem to ſay the contrarv: And 

lome ſuch places they were, (and thar in very neceſſaty points 
too) of which St. Peter ſaith ; That ſome wreſted them to their ou 
damnation || : wreſted them, becauſe they wanted (not induſtry, 
but) learning ; which the unlearned (faith he) wreſt And in- 

deed commonly the molt ignorant have the ſtronglicſt-concei- 

ted certainty for what they apprehend or belieye, becauſe they 

know feweſt reaſons againſt it; whilſt, by much ſtudy and com- 

paring ſeveral Revelations one with another, thoſe come at laſt 

to doubt, or deny that ſenſe of fome of them, which at the firſt 

they took for molt certainly and eyidently true. Pardon this 

long Parenthel1s. 


CONFERENCE HI. 


The Socinians Proteſtant-Plea, For his not holding any thing 


contrary to the unanimous ſenſe of the Catholick Church, /o 
far as this can juſtly oblige. 


1{t. Tf \Hat an unanimous Conſent of the whole Catholick Church m 

I all ages, ſuch as the Proteſt ants require for the proving of a 

pornt of faith to be neceſſary, can mever be ſhewed, concerning this 
point of Conſubltantiality. C. 14 

And that the conſent, toſucha dottrine of the major patt z no argu- 
ment ſufficient, ſince the Proteſtants deny the hike conſeut walid for 
ſeveral other points \ 14. 

2. That ſuppoſing an unanimons conſent of the Church Catholick cf all 
ages in ths point, yet from bence a Chriſtian hath no ſecurity of the 
truth thereof according to Proteſt ant Principles, if thus voint, (whe- 
ther way ſoever held) be a non-neceſſary ; for that in ſuch, it 5 ſaid 
the wholc Church may err. F. 15. 

2. That 
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.. That this Article's being in the affirmative, put in the Creed proves 
it not (as to the affirmative) a Neceſſary. $. 16. 
1ſt. Becauſe not originally in the Creed, but added by a Council ; 

ro which Creed if one Council may add, ſo may another of equal 
authority in any age, whatever reſtraint be made by a former 

Counctis, 7 

' 2. Becauſe ſeveral Articles of the latter Creeds are affirmed by Pro- 

reſtants not neceſſary to be believed, but upon a previous conviction, 
that they are divine revelation. \. 16. 

4. Laſtly. That though the whole Church delivers for truth in any 
point, the contrary to that he holds, he 2s not obliged to reſign his 
Jud ment to her*s, except conditionally, and with this reſervation, 
unleſs on the other ſide, there appear evidence to him in Gods Word. 
Now, of the evidence of Scripture in this point 6n his ſide, that ke 
hath no doubt. F. 17. 


2. Ow to reſume the Conference. The Proteſtant, better 
N thinking on it, will not leave the Socinian thus at relit 
- in this plerophory of his own ſenſe of Scripture , but thus 
procceds. | 
Prot.Scriptures indecdare not ſo clear and perſpicuous to every 
one || as that Art and ſubtilty may not be uſed to pervert the Catholick 
doftrine, and to wreſt the plain places of Scripture which deliver it, [o 
| far from their proper meaning, that very few ordinary capacities may be 
\ able to clear themſetves of ſuch miſts as are calt before their eyes, even 
in the grear Articles of the Chriſtian Fairh. Therefore why do 
Rot you ſubmit your judgment, and aſſent to rhe ſenſe of Scrip- 
tre, in this point unanimouſly d-!iwvered by the conſent of the Ca- 
. 3holick Church ; which allo 1s belicved always uncrrable in any 
* neceſſary point of faith, as this 15 ? 
Soc. Firit, If you can thew mac an unanimous conſent of the 
Church Catholick of all ages 1n this point, and that as held ne- 
| ccflary, I will willingiy ſubmir to ir. But this you can never 
2 do accordingto ſuch a proof thereof, as is required, viz. || That 
: oll Catholick Writers agree in the belief of it ; and none of them oppoſe 
it : and agree alſo m the belief of the neceſſity of it to all Chriſtians. 
* That no later Writers and Fathers, in oppsition of Hereticks, or heats 
of contention, judged then the Article ſo oppoſed to be more neceſſary 
than it was julged before the contemtion. * That ail Writers, that give 
an account of the Faith of Chriſt ians, deliver it ;, And deliver it not 
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vine Revelation, but with a rece}ity of its being explicitely believed 
by 
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as neceſſary to be believed by ſuch as might be convinced that it 5x of. di- . 


T4 


{|| See before by a7 ||. Now, no ſuch unanimousconfent can be pretended for 


Di{. 3. $.52. the forementioned Conjubſtaniality. 
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For, (not to ſpeak of the 


'+ See Peta- times next following the Council of Nice, nor yer of feveral ex- 
ws in Epi- preftions in the Ancients, Tuſtm Martyr, Ireneus, Tertullton, Cl: 
pha.Her.6g mens Alexendrinis, Origen, that jeem to tavour our opinion þ ; 
|| 4pud Epr- Nor, of thoſe Eaſtern Biſhops, which Arrizs, in his Letter to 
pha.Her.69 Euſebins Nicomed. || (numbers on his {ide,) Hiarins * relates ng 
-—Theodor, Icis than Eighty Bithops before that Council, ro have difailowed 


C368. 


the reception of the word 64455nG- and in the Council alio 


* De Sjned. Seventcen, ( ſome of note) at firit ro have diflented from 
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the relt. 

Prot. Not ycilding what you fay for truth ; but for the pre- 
ſcent, ſuppoſing it ; vet the Judgment of to ſmall a =o may 
by no means be adhered to by you, it being inconfiderable in 
reſpect of the whole Body of the Catholick Church declarins 
againſt you. 

Soc. If the conſent of the much major part is to be raken for 
the whole, then the Reformed cannot maintain their diflent 
from the much more numerous body of Chriſtianity, that op- 
polcd their opinions, and ſenie of Scriptures art the beginnins 
of the Reformation, and do {till oppoſe them. Bur not to 
ſtand upon this, I would willingly conform ro the unanimo!1s, 
or moſt general judgment of the Church Catholick , it Iwere 
ſecure that ſhe could not be miſtaken in it. Bur + The ſenſe of the 
Church Catholick zs no infallible rule of interpreting Scripture im all 
things which concern the Rule of Faith—-* Nur may je ujurp that royas 
Prerogative of Heaven , in preſcribing infallibly m matters que- 
ffioned. 

Prot. You may be ſecure, that ſhe never crrcth in any pon! 
rece{/ary. 

Sec. But you tel] me, that chough ſhe never crr in neceflarice, 
ver it follovrs not,that the 1s an werrimg Guide or Iitneſs therein | 
or, that ſhe muſt uncrringly declare what points are neceſſary and what 
»0t; and I muſt firſt learn, whether this point of Cor /rb/an. 
riality 15 to be numbred among necſſaries, before | can be aflurce, 
that the ſen!e of rhe Church Catholick crrs nor thercin. 

Prot. Burt || It zs a {irfficient preſcription againſt any thing which can 
be alledged out of Scripture, that it onght not to be looked on as the true 
meaning of Scripture, if it appear contrary to the ſenſe of the Church Ca- 
tholick from the beginning ; and therefore ſuch doctrines may will be 


judged deftrutfive to the rule of Fath, which have been ſo unanimouſly 


cendemned by the Church Catholick, 
Soc, 
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for a Socinian.” 
| Soc. Why ſo? f.: DH | ET; 

Prot. || Becauſe nothing contrary to the neceſſary Articles of Faith 
can be held by the Catholick Church ; for its wery Being depends on its 
belief of neceſſaries to ſalvation. | : 

- Soc. This laſt is moſt true; but then, if you mean to make 
your diſcourſe cohere, you mult ſay, it isa ſufficient preſcrip- 
tion, &c. if it appear contrary to the ſenſe of the Catholick 
Church, wiz. in apoint neceſſary: for,the reaſon you give carries, 
and ſecures you no further ; and then that which you fay is no 
great matter: For, here we are ſtill to ſeek, whether the point 
we diſcourſe of is in the affirmative ſuch a neceſſary. 

Proe.But this is ranked among thoſe points which the Charch 
hath put in her Creeds. 

Soc. From the beginning this Article was not in the Creed ; 
and though it ſhould be granted that all points neceffary are 
contained in the Creeds, yet all in the Creeds are not thought 
points neceflary : f Neceſſary ſo, as to be believed by any before a clear 


want. ' 
Prot, But yer, though, firſt the Catholick Church may err in 


#10n-neceſſaries ; And 21y. in what points are neceſſary, what nor, 
her judgment be not-infallible, yet you have ſtill great reaſon to 
ſubmit your judgment to hers; becauſe, if it happen to be a 
point neceſſary, the is from the divine Promiſe infallible and 
unerring init; not ſo, you. 2. If not neceſſary, and fo both 
ſhe and you therein liable to error, yet you much the more; 
and ſhe alſo in theſe things is appointed by God for your Tea- 
cher and Guide. ; 

Soc. Therefore I uſe the help and direftion of my ſpiritual 
Guides ; conſider their reaſons; do not raſhly depart from their 


judgment ; but yet || The due ſubmiſſion of my aſſent, and belief ts || Dr. Ferue 
: ; Soar) with reſervation of evidence in God's Conſiderati- 


Word. For in matter of Faith(as Dr. Ferne ſaith) I cannot ſubmit 01s, p. 10. 


themss only to be con 


0 any company of men by reſignation of my judament and belief to re- 
ak is «ww An all nd, for ſuch reſegnation rl ex- 
cluded by the condition of the authority which « not infallible ; and by 
the condition of the matter, faith, of high concernment to our own ſouls , 
and to be accounted for by our ſelves: who therefore fand bound to 
make preſent, and diligent ſearch for that evidence and demonſtration 


from God's Word, upon which we may finally and ſecurely ſtay our be- || The Ca{: 

belief—— And || The Church determining matter of fauh (ſaith he) between rhe 

eurht rom mifeſt it out of God's Word : and we may exped# ſuch Churches, 
C | 


pront. th, 479. 
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t Stillingfl. 
convittion of the divine Revelation thereof :- which conviction I yer Þ- 70s 77+, 


Q. 17. 


NPI "9" TP > 4s 7 2": nes - 
—a— = © 4x py 4 X —_— 


if 


; 


| 


The Proteflants Plea 


proof, before we yield abſolute aſſent of belief. And ſo Dr. Stilingfleet 


faith | 


udge according to the Pands&s 


All men ought to beleft to 
er of this Society us bound to take 


of the divine Laws, becauſe each mem 
care of his Soul, and of all things that tend thereto, Now I for my 
art ſee no ſolid ground out of the Scripture for C 
ut rather for the contrary ; which ſeveral of our 
made appear to the world. And therefore unleſs the Church 
were cither infallible in all ſhe determined, or at leaſt in diſtin- 
guiſhing thoſe necefſaries wherein ſhe cannot err from the reſt, 
it ſecms no way juſtifiable, that ſhe puts this her definition into 


e.thus requiring from all anabſolure 


the Creed ; ſhe, as I concetv 
conſent thereto ; and noton 
a conditional for ſome of them, viz. whenever I 
conyinced, that ſuch point is of divine Revelation. 


(as ſome || would perſwade me) 


all beclearly 


CONFERENCE II. 


His Plea, for his not holding any thing contrary to the De- 
finitions of /awful Gezeral Councils, the juſt conditions 
thereof obſerved. 


T 


Hat he conceives be ows no. obedience to the Council of Nice. 
I. Becauſe ths cannot be proved to have been a lawful General 


Council with ſo much certainty, as ws neceſſary for the ground 
Faith,as appears by thoſe many queſtlons mentioned by Mr.Chil 
worth, Stillingfleet, and other Proteſtants, wherein he muſt firſt be 


ſatifi 


2. Becau 
in neceſſaries, if it were not univerſally accepted ;, as he can ſhew it 
2945 10t. 

3- That, though yielded to be generally accepted, it might err ſtill in 
non-neceſſaries; and that Proteſtants cannot prove thu point to be 
otherwiſe. 

4. That the Leaders of this Council were plainly a party conteſting the, 
for many years before, with the other ſide condemned by them ; and 
were Judges in their own cauſe. 

5. All theſe exceptions cancelled, and Obedience granted due to this 
Council ; yet, that ſo, there us dueto it not that of aflcnt, but. only 
of ilence. F. 19. 


d, concerning it. 
e, though it were @ General Council, yet it might err even 


for a Socinian. 


6. But yet not that of ſilence neither from him ; conſidering his preſent 


erſwaſion, that indeed the affirmattve in thus point is an error mani- 
felt and intolerable : concerning which matter bis. party having 
long complained to their Superiors, and produced ſufficient evidence ; 
Jet theſe have proceeded to no redreſs of it. F. 20. _ - 


7. But yet that he will ſubmit to the Judgment of a future Council, if 


it, rightly conſidering the reaſons of hu tenent, decree that which « 
according to Gods Word, and be be convinced thereof, F. 2:2. 


3 P=* But do you not conſider by what perſons this Article 
was long ago inſerted into the Creed : Namely, by the 
firſt General, and the moſt yencrable Aﬀſembly of the Fathers of 
the Church that hath been convened fince the Apoles times; 
celebrated under the fr Chriſtian Emperor by a perte& Repre- 
ſentative of the Catholick Church; and by ſuch paring as 
came very much purified out of the newly-quenched fire of the 
greateſt perſecution that the Church hath ſuffered, that under 
Dioclefian ; will not you then at leaſt ſubmit your judgment to 
the Decree of this great and = Council ; one and the firſt of 
thoſe four which St. Gregory ſaid he receryved with the ſame re- 
verence, as the four Golpels 2 
Soc. No, And for this I ſhall give you in brief many reaſons, 
as I conceive fatisfaftory. For 1. Had I an obligation of ſub- 
miſſion of judgment to lawful General Councils, you cannot 
prove this ſuch a one, and thoſe the decrees thereof which are 
now extant, with ſuch a certainty as is neceſſary to build there- 
on an Article of my Faith. For to prove this, you mult ſati(ſ- 
fie me in all thoſe things queſtioned concerning General Coun- 
cils * by M. Chillingworth, p. 94. * By Dr. Pierce in his anſwer 
to Mr. Creſſy, p. 18. &c. {by Mr. Whitby from p.428. to p.43 3. 
where he concludes: 1. That we never had @ General Conncul. 
2. That a General Councils a thing impoſſible] * By Mr. Stillingfleet 
P. 508. &c.——495. 119. 123. &c. Who allo, againſt the be- 
ing of ſuch a General. Council as is the Repreſentative of the 
whole Church Catholick, thus diſpures || 
of a Church (ſaith he) by a General Council, w a thing not ſo evident, 
from whence it ſhould come : for if ſuch repreſentative of the whole 
Church there be, it muſt either be ſo by ſome formal aft of the Church, or 
by a tacite conſent. It could not be by any formal aft of the Church ; 
for then there muſt be ſome ſuch a&t of the univerſal Church preceding 
the being of any General Council, by which they receive their Com- 
miſſion to appear in behalf of the univerſal Church. Now that the 
C 2 univer/al 
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wniverſal Church did ever agree in any ſuch aft « utterly impoſſible to 
be demonſtrated, either that it could be, or that it was. But if it be 
ſaid, that ſuch a formal att s not neceſſary, but the tacite conſent of the 
whole Church is ſufficient for it ; then ſuch a conſent of the Church 
muſt be made evident, by which they did devolve over the power of the 
whole Church to ſuch a Repreſentative. And all theſe muſt conſent 
in that aft whoſe power the Council pretends to have; of which no 
footBeps appear The utmoſt then ({aith he) that can be ſuppoſed in 
this caſe, ws, that the parts of the Church may voluntarily conſent to 
accept of the decrees of ſuch a Council ; and by that voluntary at&t, or by 
the ſupreme authority enjoyning it, ſuch decrees may become obligatory. 
Thus he. But TI ſuppoſe its Decrees obligatory then only to 
thoſe parts of the Church that voluntarily conſent to accept of 
them, as the Arians did not to receive the Decrees of Nice. Laſt- 
ly, by * Biſhop Taylor in the 2d. Parr of his Diſſwaſive, 1. x. F. r. 
P. 29. &c. to the end of the Section. Where p. 3 1. hetaith con- 
cerning this of Nice, that. makes for you, compared with that 
of Ariminum, which makes for us That if a Catholick pro- 
ducing the Nicene Council be rencountred by an Arian producing the 
Council of Ariminum which was far more numerous, here are aquilis 
aquilz & pila minantia pilis : but who ſhall prevail ?. If .a General 
Council be the rule and guide, they will both prevail, that w, neither. 
And it ought not to be ſaid by the Catholick; Yea, but our Council de- 
termined for the truth; but yours forerror : For, the Arian will ſay 
fo too, But, whether they do or no, yet it is plain that they may both 
ſay ſo: andif they do, then 2e do not find the truth out by the conduCt 
and deciſion of a General Council ; but we approve thu General, becauſe 
upon other accounts we believe that what « there defined is true. And 
therefore S. Auſtin's way here # beſt, Neque ego Nicxnum Con- 
cilium, neque tu Ariminenſe:, ec. both ſides pretend to General 
Councils : that which both equally pretend tog\ will belp neither ;, there- 
fore let ws go to Scripture. And p. 2. What is the reaſon 
(faith he of Councils in General) that ſome Councils are part] 
condemned: the Council of Sardis, that in T rullo,thoſe of Frackfoed, 
Conſtance, and Ball ? but that every man and every Church accepts 
the Councils as far as they pleaſe, and no further? The Greeks recerve 
but ſeven General Councils, the Lutherans ſix, the Eutychians three, 
Neſt orians 1200, &C.— Pro captu leforis habent ſua fata. 7: 
is as every one likes, 1 ſpare totell you what he faith, p. 26.— 
That in the firſt General Council of Jcrutalem, which was the firſt 
precedent, and ought to be the true meaſure of the reſt, the Apoſtles were 
the Preſidents, and the Presbyters Aſſiſtants, but the Church |[ v1z. the 


converted 
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converted brethren and the Laity, ſee p. 36.] was the Body of the 
Council, and were Parties inthe Decree, quoting As 15. 22, 23. 
and that we can have no other warrant of an authentick Council than 
this. 2. Though it be ſhewed a lawful General Council, repre- 
ſenting the whole Church (as it ought, if ſuch) yet what obli- 
gation can there lye upon me of conſenting to it? ſince it may 
erreven in Fundamentals, if it be not univerſally accepted, asin- 
deed this Council was not, for ſeyeral Biſhops there were, that 


were diſſenters in the Council, and many more afterward. || || See before, 


3: Were it univerſally accepted ; yet unleſs you can ſhew me 
y ſome means, that this point wherein I differ from its judg- 
ment, is a fundamental or neceffary point to ſalyarion, both it, 
and the Catholick Church alſo that accepts it may err therein. 
4. The judgment of this Council ſeems juſtly declinable alſo on 
this account. That whereas the Guides of the Church, many 
years before this Council were divided in their opinion, Alex- 
ander Patriarch of Alexandria, and Hoſizs a Favorite of the Em- 
peror's heading one party ; and Arizs and the Biſhops adherin 

to him, whom I mentioncd formerly || , heading another, an 

whereas afterward, in the proſecution of this difference, both 
the forclaid Alexander in one Provincial Cquncil held in Egypt, 
and Hoſizs ſent thither by rhe Emperor in another, had there 
condemned Arizs, and his Confederates ; yet ſo it was ordered 

that in this General Council aflembled for an equal hearing and 
deciſion of this Controvertie of theſe two profeſſed Enemies to 
the other party, the one (Hoſizs) was appointed to fit as Preſi- 
dent of this Crone ; and the other ns ) held in ir the 
next place to him ; and poor Arizs excluded ; and the Biſhops 
who favourcd him in the Council, though art firſt freely de- 
claring their difſent, yer at laſt over-awed to a ſubſcription , as 
alſo was Arizs himſelt chiefly by the Emperor Con/tantine's over- 
bearing authority ; who, before ſomewhat indifferent in the 
conteſt, yct upon Arius his unduriful and roo peremptory Let- 
ters, ys ſome years before taken great offence at him ; and al- 
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ſo = he was very eloquent) publickly written againſt him ||. || See Baro- 
uch overawing hence appears, in that the ſame Biſhops that nixs. A. D. 


were adherents ro Aris, when, this Emperor being deceaſed, 318, 319. 


Conſtantius his Son countenanced their Caule, returned, I fa 

not to their former Opinion only, but to their publickprofet- 
ſion of it. By which we may gueſs, that if the Controverſie had 
at that time been tear ro equal and diſengaged Judges, 


and ſuch as had not formerly ſhewed themſelves a Party ; or, 
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if the Oriental Biſhops, without any fear of the Prince u 
them, might have given free Votes; and the Arian Cauſe had 
then had a Conſtamtius inſtead of 'a Conſtantine, (things wherein 
Proteſtants well underſtand me, becauſe on the fame Grounds 
they have rejefted the Council of Trent) we may preſume then 
the iſſue would have been under Conſtantine the lame that iy 272» 
under his Succeſſor, I ſay before Judges equal and indifferent 
and not ſuch as were before a Party, though this Party ſhould 
be compounded of the chief Superior Prelates of the Church. 
For, as Dr. Stilling fleet urgeth, [ We mult either abſolutely, and 
roundly aſſert, that it # impoſſible that the Superiors in the Church may 
be guilty of any error or corruption ;' or, that if they be, they muſt ne- 
wer be called to an account for it ;, or elſe, that it may be juſt, in ſome 
Caſes, to except againſt them as Parties: And if in ſome Caſes, then the 
_— comes to this, Whether the preſent Che ſpeaks of Idolatry, I 
of Conſubſtantiality] be ſome of theſe Caſes or no ? And bere if we 
make thoſe Superiors Fudges again, what we granted before comes to 
nothing. 

Prot. No Perſon that is appointed by our Lord to be a Judge 
in any Controverſie (as thoſe Biſhops you have mentioned 
were in the Cauſe of Arius) can rightly or properly be ſaid to 
be, on that Side for which he gives Sentence, a Party. Nor 
doth their giving Sentence once againſt any Side, prejudice 
them (as ſuppoſed Enemies, or Oppolites, or Interefled) from 
{itring on «£4 Bench, as oft as need requires, to pals it again 
alone, or with others. Bur, if every one may be afterwar 
called an Anti-party, who once declares himſelt of a contrary 
—_ I perceive Mr. Chillingwortt's Obſervation is right, 
| That, in Controverſies in Religion, it is in a manner impoſſible to be 
avoided, but the Fudge muſt be a Party. I add alſo, That in Mat- 
ters of Religion, where every Man is concerned, and in great 
Controverlics, eſpecially where is any divition of Communi- 
on, all, both Lazty and Clergy, ſpeedily own, and range them- 
{elves on one {ide or other ; Clergy interefſing themſelves for 
the neceſſary direCtion of their Subje#s; Laity, in obedience to 
their Swpertors ; neither can ſuch a {we be nominated, that is 
not to one ſide ſuſpe&ed. So that, in Controverſies of Religi- 
on, we muſt deny any Judge (as he did ||) ; or rhis Plea, Thar 
the ordinary Judge, that is afſhgned us, 1s a Party, mult not be 
cally hearkned to. As for that you urge out of Biſhop Taylor, 
concerning the Laity in the firſt Council at Fersſalem (the Pat- 
tern to all following) being Parrtics in the Decree, I ſuppoſe it 

is 
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is meant no further, than that alſo theſe may affiſt in the Coun- 
cil, and give there a conſentient, or atteſting, bur nor a decifive 
Vote : which neither did the Emperors claim, when they pre- 
fided therein. See Dr. Field of the Church, p. 64.6. 

Soc, But I have not yet faid all. For Fitthly, Were there F. 19. 
none of the forenamed defects in it, | No Authority on Earth can || Whitby, 
oblige to internal aflent in matters of Faith, or to any farther Obedi- p. 15. 
ence than thas of Silence. | Stillingfleet, 

Prot. Yes, you ſtand obliged to yicld a conditionsl aflent, at p. 596,537. 
leaſt to the Definitions of thete higheft Courts, 5. e. unleſs you 
can bring evident Scripture, or Demonſtration againſt them. 

| Soc. I donot think Proteſtant Divines agree in this. I find 
indeed the Archbiſhop f requiring Evidence and Demonltrati- + {. 32. ». 5. 
on, for Inferiors contradifing, or publiſhing their difſent from: & F 3 3. con- 
the Councils Decrees, bur not requiring thus much for their /7d. 5. z. 1. 
denial of aſſent. And lam told, |— That in matters propoſed by my-|| Dr. Ferne 
Superiors, as God's Word, «nd of Faith, I am not tied to believe it Caſe be- 
ſuch, till they manifeſt it to me to be {0 ; and not that I am to believe it tween the 
ſuch,unleſs I can manifeſt it to be contrary,becauſe my Faith can reſt on Churches, p. 
0 Humane Authority, but only on God's Word, and Divine Revelation. 4.8, 49. &> 
And Dr. Field ſaith, — f It s not neceſſary expreſly to believe what- Diviſion, of 
ſoever the Council hath concluded, though it be true, unleſs by ſome o- Churches , 
ther means it appear unto us to be true, and we be convinced of it in ſome p. 4.5. 
other ſort than by the bare Determination of the Council. Fill I am Þ p. 666. 
convinced —_ my Error, the Obedience of Siknce is the 
moſt that can be required of me. 

Burt ſixthly, I conceive my ſelf in this point not obliged to F. *20 
this neither ; conſidering my preſent perſuaſion, that this 
Council manifeſtly erred ; and that, in an error of ſuch high 
conſequence (concerning the unity of the meff high God) as is no 
way to be tolerated ; and I want not evident Scriptures, and 
many other unanſwerable Demonſtrations, to ſhew it did ſo; 
and therefore being admitted into the honourable Fundtion of 
che Miniſtry, I conceive I have a lawful Commiſhon from an 
higher Authority, to publiſh this great Truth of God, and to con- 
tradiCt the Councils Decree. 

Prot. But you may cafily miſtake that for evident Scripture, F. 21, 
and thoſe for Demonftrations, that are not. Concerning which 
you know what the Archbiſhop and Mr. Hooker fy F——That + A,B, Laud 
they are ſuch, as propoſed to any man, and underſtood, the mind cannot 2 4c 
chuſe but inwardly afſint to them ||. You ought therefore tirit to«|| 14, p, 2.2.7. 


propole theſe to: your Superiors,. or to the Church, delicing a 
rect rcis 


|| Srillingfl. 


Soc. The Inferiors then, that complain, I ſu are to judge 
PIT of this To proceed then. To theſe Aber 1+ many d1- 
ligent Writings, we have propoſed, as we _ many unan- 
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redreſs of ſuch Error by her calling another Council. And, if 
theſe Superiors, acquainted therewith, diflike your Demonſtra- 
tions, Which the Definition faith, if they be right ones, hey 
muſt be by all, and therefore by them, affented to, methinks, 
(though this is not ſaid by che Archbiſhop) in humility you 
ought alſo to ſuſpe& theſe Demonſtrations, and remain in {1- 
lence at leaſt, and no further trouble the Church. 

Soc. May therefore no particular Perſon, or Church, proceed 
to a Reformation of a former Doctrine, if theſe Supertiors, firſt 
complained to, declare the Grounds of ſuch Perſons or Church- 
es for it, not ſufficient ? 

Prot. | muſt not ſay ſo. Bur if they negle& (as they may) 
to conſider their juſ# Reaſons ſo diligently as they ought, and 
to call a Council for the Cage wy ve ſuch Error according to 
the weight of theſe Reaſons, then here is place for Inferiors to 
proceed to a reformation of ſuch Error without them. 

Soc. And who then ſhall judge, whether the Reaſons pre- 
tended are _— or rather the preſent Church negligent in 
conſidering them ? 

Prot. Here, I confeſs, to make the Superiors Judges of this, is 
to caſt the Plaintiff before that any Council ſhall hear his Grie- 
vance, theſe Superiors, whoſe Faith appears to adhere to the 
former Council, being only Judges in their own Cauſe; and 
ſo the liberty of complaining will come to nothing ||. 


ſwerable Scriptures, and Reaſons much advanced beyong thoſe 
repreſented by our Party to the former Nicene Council (and 
therefore from which Evidences of ourswe have juſt cauſe to 
hope from a future Council a contrary Sentence); and finding 
no redreſs by their calling another Council for a reviewing this 
Point, we cannot but conceive it as lawful for a Socinian 
Church, Paſtor, or Biſhop, to reform for themſclves, and the 
Souls committed to them, in an Error appearing to them man:- 
feſt and intolerable, as for the Proteſtants, or for Dr. Luther, to 
haye done the ſame for Tranſubſtantiation, Sacrifice of the 
Maſs, and other Points that have been concluded, againſt the 
Truth, by ſeveral former Councils. 
Prot. But ſuch were not lawful General Councils, as that of 
* Nice Was. 
Soc. Whateyer theſe Councils were, this much matters not, 
as 


for a Socinian. 23 


as to a reformation from them : for, had they been lawfully Ge- 
neral, yet Proteſtants hold | theſe not univerſally accepted || See before, 
may err even in Fundamentals; or, when ſo accepted, yet may Diſe. 3. 
err in Non-fundamentals; Errors manifeſt, and intolerable, and F. 34, ec. 
7 ſo may beappealed from to future ; and thoſe not called, their 
| Error preſently re&ified by ſuch Parts of Chriſtianity as dif- 
cern it; and alſo S. Auſtin i is frequently quoted by them, ſay- || De Bavri/- 
ing— That paſt General Councils erring, may be corrected by other mo, 1. 2. c. 2. 
Councils following. 
Prot. Bur I pray you conſider, if that famous Council of $- 22- 
Nice hath ſo erred, another Council called, may it alſo not 
© crr,notwithſtanding your Evidences propoſed to it ? For,though 
pcrhaps ſome new demonſtrative Proofs you may pretend 
trom leveral Texts more accurately compared and explained ; 
yet you will not deny this ſufficient Evidence to have been ex- 
tant for that moſt Learned Council to have ſeen the Truth, 
having then the ſame entire Rule of Faith as you now, the 
Scriptures, (in which, you ſay, vour cleareſt Evidences lie) for 
their direction. When a future Council (then) is aſſembled, 
and hath heard your Plea, will you aſſent to it, and acquicſce 
in the Judgment thereof ? 
; Soc. Yes, interpoling the Proteſtant-Conditions of Aﬀent, 7f 
1 uts Decree be according to God's Word, and we convinced thereof. 

Prot. Why,fuch a ſubmiſſion of Judgment and Aﬀent I ſuppoſe 
you will preſently yie!d to me in any thing, whereof you are 
conninges by me ; may this future Council then challenge no 
turther Duty from you ? why then ſhould the Church be trou- 
bled to call it ? 

Soc. f Though this future Conncil alſo ſhould err, yet it may afford F Stillingfl, 
Remedy againſt Inconveniences ;, and one great Inconvenience being, p. 542. 
Breaking the Church's Peace ;, this is remedied by its Authority, it 1 
only yield the Obedience of Silence thereto. 

Pror. Bur if your Obedience oblige nor to ſence concerning 
Councils paſt, becauſe of your new Evidences, neither will it to 
a furure, if you think ir alſo doth err ; and either theſe Evi- 
dences remain ſtill unſatisfied, or theſe farisfied, yer ſome other 
new ones appear to call for a new Confideration. n= 
Soc. + Becauſe it may alſo err, it follows not it muſt err ; and it is f Stillingfl. 
| probable that it ſhall not err, when the former Error is thus diſcovered, ibid. 

and if the Council proceed lawfully, be not overawed, &c. || But how- || 14. p. 526. 
ever, if I ought upon this review to be reſtrained to ſilence, yer, 


I nor convinced of the truth of irs Decrec, this Silence 1s the ut- 
D termoſlt 
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termoſt that any future Council , after its rejefting my Rea- 
ſons, can juſtly exa&t of me ; and not belief, or aſſent, at all : It 
may not oblige me, that I ſhould relinquiſh that you call Soci- 
nianiſm at all, but that , hot divulge it ; whereasnow by the Acts 
of former Councils (I would gladly know upon what rational 

round) an Anatbems is png vor againſt me, if I do not be- 

teve the contrary, and I am declared to ſtand guilty of Hereſie 
meerly for. retaining this Opinion; which retaining it is called 
obſtinacy and contumacy in me, after the Councils contrary De- 


fenition. 


CONFERENCE IV. 
His Plea, for his not being guilty of ZZere/e. 


Hat he cannot rightly according to: Proteſtant Principles, be accu 

T ſed as guilty of Herelte, for ſeveral reaſons. 

1.. Becauſe Proteſtants holding Hereſie to be an obitinate defence of 
ſome error againſt a fundamental, be thinks from hence hw tenent 
freed from being an Hereſie, as long as in ſilence he retains it, unleſs 
be engape further, to apublick pertinacions maintaining thereof. $.22, 

2. Fundamentals varying according to particular perſons, and ſuft- 
cient propoſal ; none can conclude this point in the affirmative, to be, 
asto him, a fundamental, or, of the trath of which he hath had 

- a ſufficient propoſal. 

2. That a lawful General CounciPs declaring ſome point Hereſie, doth 
not neceſſarily argue that it # ſo; becauſe they. may err in Funda- 
mentals ; or at leaſt in diſtinguiſhing them from other points. F. 26. 

4.» That he can have no autocatacriſie or obſtinacy in a diſſenting from 
their Definitions, till he xs either attually convinced, or at leaſt bath 

bad a ſufficient propoſal either of the truth of ſuch point defined : 
+% that ſuch Councils hawe authority to require ſubmiſſion, of judgment, 
and aſſent to their Definitions : of which convittion or ſufficient pro- 
polal (that waries much, according to the differing conditions of 
ſeveral perſons) as to himſelf, none can judge ſave himſelf: and, con- 
ſequently, neither can they judge of hu guilt of Hereſie. Ib. 


F. 22, 4 | 7 con You know that all Hereticks are moſt juſtly anathe- 


matized, and cut off trom being any longer Members of 


the Catholick Church, and ſo do remain excluded alſo from 
| Salyation, 
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Salvation. Now this Tezent of yours hath always been eſteem- 
ed by the Church of God a moſt pernicious Hereſie. £0 
Soc. I confeſs Hereſie a moſt grievous Crime, dread and ab- 
hor it, and truſt I am moſt free from ſuch a guilt; and from 
chis I have many ways of clearing my ſelf. For Herelie (as 
Mr. Chillingworth defines it) || being not an erring, bur an b/ti- || p. 271, 
nate defence of an Error ; not of any Error, but of one againſt 
a neceſſary or fundamental Article of the Chriſtian Faith. Firſt 
Though this which I hold ſhould be an error, and that againſt 
a Fundamental, yet my filence practiſed therein, can neyer be 
called an obſtinate defence thereof, and therefore not my tenenr 
an Hereſie. 2. Since Fundamentals vary accordingto particular 
perſons, and (as Mr. Chillingworth ſaith || )— No Catalogue thereof, 
that can be given, canuntverſally ſerve for all men ,, God requiring more 
of them, to whom be gives more,and leſs of them, to whom he gives leſs , 
— And that may be ſufficiently declared to one (all things conſidered) 
which (all things conſidered) u not to another ſufficiently declared: and 
variety of circumſtances makes it as impoſſible to ſet down an exatt Cata- 
logue of Fundamentals, as to make a Coat to fit the Moon in all her 
changes: And (as Mr. Stilling fleet follows himF) ſince the meaſure g 
of Fundamentals depends on the ſufficiency of the propoſition; and none T £99: IN 
can aſſign what number of things are ſufficiently propounded to the belief 
of all perſons,or ſet down the exa&t bounds, as to all individuals when their 
2gnorance # inexcuſable, and when not ; or tell what # the meaſure of 
their capacit);, what allowance God makes for the prejudice of Education, 
&c. Hence | conceive my felf free from Hereſic, in this my 
opinion, on this ſcoreallo; becauſe though the contrary be ro 
ſome others a Fundamental truth , and to be explicitly believed 
by them ; yet to me, asnot having any ſufficient propoſal, or 
conviction thereot, bur rather of the contrary, it is no Funda- 
mental, .and conſequently, my-tenent oppoling it, if an error, yet 
no Herefie. | 
Prot. Do not deceive your ſelf; for though according to dift= F& 24. 
fcrent revelations, tothoſe that were without Law , or thoſe 
under the Law, ortl1oſe under the Goſpel; Fundamentals genc- 
rally ſpoken of,, might be more to ſome than others , yer to all oh 
thoſe who know _ embrace the Goſpel, we ſay [| ; all Funda- || Chiliugw. 
mentals are thercirt clearly propoſed to all reaſonable men,even Þ. 9%» 
theunlearncd; and therctore the erring thercin, roall ſuch,can- 
not but be obſtinare and Heretical. ; 
Soc. Unleis you mean only this, That all Fundamentals,(z.e. 


ſo many as are required of any one) are clear to him in Scrip- 
D 2 eurc ; 
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ture; but not all the ſame Fundamentals, there clear to every 
one; but to ſome more of them, to ſome fewer; I ſee not how 
this laſt ſaid, accords with that ſaid before by the ſame perſon. 
But if you mean thus, then Conſubſtantiality, (the point we talk 
of) may be a Fundamental to you, and clear in Scripture, but 
alſo not clear to me in Scripture, and fo no Fundamental, and 
ll Chillin hence I think my ſelf ſafe. For, || 7 believing all that is clear to 
th ] ds believe all Fundamentals , and ſo I can- 
p. 367. me in Scripture, muſt needs veleve ; ſo can 
* þ, 101, Pt incurr Hereſie, which & oppoſite to ſome fundamental * The 
*** Seripture ſufficiently informing me what wx the Faith,muſt of neceſſity 
alſo teach me what s Hereſie : That which # ſtreight will plainly 
_ rs what u crooked; and one contrary cannot but manifeſt the 
OFPCr. 

C. 25. Prot. 'I pray you conſider a little better what you ſaid laſt ; 
for ſince Hereſie as you grant it, is an obſtinate defence of error 
only againſt ſome neceſſary point of Faith; and all truth deliver- 
ed 1n Scripture is not ſuch ; tinleſs you can alſo diſtinguiſh, in 
Scripture, theſe points of neceſſary Faith from others, you can 
have no certain knowledge of Hereſte ; and the belicying all 
thar is delivered in Scripture,though it may preſerve you from 
incurring Herelic, yet cannot direct you at all for kyowing or diſ- 
cerning Hierefe, or an crror againſt a fundamental or a necefſa- 
ry point of Faith, from other ſ1mple and leſs dangerous crrors, 
that are not ſo : nor, by this can you ever know what errors 
are Hereſtes, what not ; and ſo atter all your confidence, if by 
vour neglect you happen not co believe ſome Scriptures in their 
crue ſenſe, you can ve no ſecurity in your Fundamental, or 
neceſſary Faith; or of your not incurring Hereffe, Neither, 
Secondly, according to your diſcourſe, hath the Church any 
means to know any one to be an Heretick, becauſe the can nc- 
ver know the juſt Jatitude of his fundamentals. And ſo Hereſie 
w1ll be a grievous {in indeed ; but walking under ſuch a vizard 

of non-ſutficient propoſal, as the Eccleſialtical Superiors can- 

not diſcover or puniſh it. Therefore to ayoid ſuch confuſion 

in the Chriſtian Faith, there hath bcen alwaies acknowledged 

in the Church ſome authority for declaring Hereſfie; and it 

may ſeem conviction enough to you, that her mof# Genera! 

Councils have defined the contrary poſition to*' what you main- 

tain; and received it for a fundamental, Of which Eccleliafti- 
fp. 97. cal Authority for declaring Hereſie, thus Dr. Potter, || 
The Catholick Church # careful to ground all her declarations in mat- 
ters of Faith, upon the divine authority of Gods written word. my 
there- 
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therefore whoſoever wilfully oppoſeth a judgment ſo weil grounded, is 

juftly efteemed an Heretick , not properly becauſe he diſobeys the 

Church, but becauſe he yields not to Scripture ſufficiently propounded, 

or cleared unto him [j. e. by the Church.) Where the Doctor 

ſeems to grant theſe two things: That all that the Catholick 

Church declares againſt Herelie is grounded upon the Scrip- 

rure ; and that all ſuch as oppoſe her judgment are Hereticks : 

bur only he adds, that they are not Hereticks properly, or for- 

mally for this oppoſing the Church,but for oppoling the Scrip- 

tures. Whilſt therefore the formal ratio of Hereſhie is diſputed, 

that all ſuch are Hereticks ſeems granted. And the ſame Dr. 

elſewhere concludes thus,|| -The miſtaker will never prove, || Þ. 13%. 

that e oppoſe any Declaration of the Catholick Church, [he means 

ſich a Church as makes Declarations, and that muſt be in her 

Councils] And therefore he doth unjuſtly charge ms with Hereſie. 

And again, he faith, fF ——#hatſcever opinion theſe ancient writers + p, 102. 

[S. Auſtin, Epiphanius and others} conceived to be contrary to the | 

common or approved opinion of Chriſtians, that they called an Hereſie, 

becauſe it differed from the received opinion ; not becauſe it oppoſed any 

formal Definition of the Church : where, in ſaying, not becauſe it op- 

poſed any Definition, he means, not only becauſe. For, whillt thar, 

which differed from the received opinion of the Church, was 

accounted an Hereſie by them, that, which differed from a 

formal definition of the Church, was ſo much more. Some- 

thing I find alſo for your: better information, in the Learned 

Dr. Hammond, + commenting on that notable Text in Titax— 

A man that is an Heretick after the firſt and ſecond admonition, rejett, T Tit 2. 

Ca Text implying contrary to your diſcourte, Heretic ditcover- T1. 

able, and curable by the Church,] where he explains 

euloxgTxtue dQ» ſelſ-condemned ; not to ſignifie a mans publick accu- 

ing or condemning his own doctrines or prattices ; for that condemnation 

would rather be a motive to free one from the Church's Cenſures. Nor 

2ly to denote one that offends againſt Conſcience, and though he knows 

be be inthe wrong, yet holds out in oppoſition to the Church , for ſo, 

none but Hypocrites would be Hereticks; and he that ſtood againſ# the 

Do&#rin of Chriſt and his Church in the pureſt times [you may gueſs 

whom he means] ſbould not be an Heretick : and [os no Heretich could 

poſſibly be admoniſhed or cen/ured by the Church, for no man would ac- 

knowledpe of himſelf, that what hs did was by him done againſt his 

own Conſcience, [the plea which you alſo make here for your 

{elf.] But to be an expreſſion of his ſeparation from, and diſobedience 

to the Church; and ſo an evidence of the feo1:d [24 2, CFO 
bis. 
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bs being perverted, and ſinning wilfully, and without excuſe. . [" 
more Proteſtants cited to this purpoſe, Diſc. 3. F. 19. Wha 
youto this ? 

Soc. What theſe Authors ſay, as you give their ſenſe, ſeems 
to me contrary to the Proteſtant Principles, [See D. Potter, p. 
165, 167. D. Hammond of _— S. 7. n. C. 9. n. 4 
Def. of L. Falkl. c. 1.p. 23.] and to their own poſitions elſe- 
where ; neither, ſurely, will Proteſtants rye themſelves to this 
meaſure and trial of autocatacriſie. For, 1tince they ſay ; Thar 
lawful General Councils may err in Fundamentals; theſe 
Councils may alſodefine, or declare ſomething Herefie that is 
not againſt a Fundamental ; and if fo, I, though in this ſelt- 
convinced, that ſuch is their Definition, yet am moſt free 
from Hereſie in my not aſſenting toir, or (if they err intoller- 
ably) in oppoſing it. Again, 1ince Proteſtants ſay, Councils 
may err in diſtinguiſhing Fundamentals, thete Councils may 
err alſo indiſcerning Herefie, which is an error againſt a Fun- 
damental, from other errors that arc againſt non-Fundamen- 
tals. Again: Whilſt I cannor diſtinguiſh Fundamentals in 
their Definitions, thusno Definition of a General Council may 
be receded from by me, for fear of my incurring Herclie ; a 
conſequence which Proteſtants allow not. Again : Since Pro- 
reſtants affirm all Fundamentals plain in Scripture , why 
ſhould they place autocatacriſie, or ſelf-conviction, in reſpect 
of the Declaration of the Church rather than of the Scripture ? 
Bur, to requite your former quotations, I will ſhew in plainer 
Language the ſtaring of Proteſtant Divines concerning Autoca- 
racrific as tothe Definitions of the Church, under which my 
Opinion alſo finds ſufficient ſhelter; We have wo aſſurance at all 
(faith Biſhop Bramhall F ) rhat all General Councils were, and al- 
ways ſhall be ſo prudently managed, and their proceedings always ſo or- 
derly and upright, that we dare make all their ſentences a ſufficient con- 
wvittion of all Chriſtians, which they are bound to believe under pain «of 
damnation. [” ] add, or under pain of Hereſte]—And 1b. p. 102. 
I acknowledge (faith he) that a General Council, may make that 
revealed truth neceſſary to be believed by a Chriſtian as a peint of Faith, 
which formerly was not neceſſary to be believed; that x, whenſoever 
the reaſons and greunds of truth produced by the Conncil, or the autho- 
rity of the Council (which #w, and always ought to be wery great with 
all ſober diſcreet Chriſtians) do convince a man in his Conſcience of the 
truth of the Councils Definitions : [which truth Iam as yer notcon- 
vinced of, neither from the rcaſons nor authority of the Coun- 
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cil of Nice. Or, if you had rather have it out of Dr. Potter 


——Lt & not reſiſfing (ſaith he ||), the woice or definitive ſentence, | , 


which makes an Heretick ; but an obſtinate ſtanding out againſt evi- 
dent Scripture ſufficiently cleared unto him. And the Scripture may 
then be ſaid to be ſufficiently cleared when it s ſo opened, that a good 
and teachable mind (loving and ſeeking truth) [my Conſcience: con- 
vinceth'me not, but that ſuch I am] canvot gainſay it. —Again f 
It zs poſſible (faith he) that the ſentence of a Council or Church 
ay be erroneous, either becauſe the opinion condemned is no Hereſie or 
error againſt the Faith, in it ſelf conſidered ; or becauſe the party ſo 
condemned is not ſufficiently convinced in his underſtanding (not clouded 
with prejudice, ambition, vain-glory, or the like paſſion) that it is an 
error [one of theſe I account my ſelf.) Or out of Dr. Ham- 
mond,t———It muſt be lawful for the Church of God; Cany Church, 
or any Chriſtian, upon the DoCtors reaſon,”] as well as for the 
Biſhop of Rome, to enquire whether the Decrees of an Univerſal 
Council have been agreeable to Apoſtolical Tradition or no ;, and if they 
be found otherwiſe, to eje&t them out, or not toreceive them into their 
belief. And then ſtillit is the matter of the Decrees, and the Apoſtoli- 
calneſs of them, and the force of the teſtification, whereby they are 
approved and acknowleaged to be ſuch, which gives the authority to 
the Council ; and nothing elſe is ſufficient, where that is not to be found. 
And elſewhere he both denics in General an Infallibility. of 
Councils, || and grounds the Reverence due to the Four firſt 
Councils on their ſetting down and convincing the truth of their Do- 
Erin out ol the Scripture words underſtood with piety, —and the 
fetching their Definitions regularly from the ſenſe thereof, which the 
General Churches had received down from the Apeftles. || | Upon 


which follows, that, in ſuch caſe, where a Lawful General ?- 99- 


Council doth not ſo, (as poſſibly it may, and Inferiors are to 
conlider for themſelyes, whether it doth not) there may be na 
Heretical Autocatacriſic in a difſent from it, nor this difſent an 
evidence of the *f£oTeqgmIſay and iuaprvi bis being perverted and 
ſinning wilfully,, and without excuſe. ] Laſtly, thus Doctor 
Stillingfleet concerning Hereſte || The formal reaſon. of Hereſie 
a denying ſomething ſuppoſed to be of divine Revelation; and there- 
fore , n . None can reaſonably be accuſed of Hercſie, but ſuch as 
have ſufficient reaſon to believe, that that which they deny is revealed by 
God. ind therefore, 21y. None can be guilty of Hereſic for denying 
any thing declared by the Church ; unleſs they have ſufficient reaſon to 
believe, that whatever is declared by the Church is revealed by Ged ; 
and therefore the Church's Definition cannot make any Herericks, bu; 
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ſuch as have reaſon to believe, that ſhe cannot err in her Definitions. 
From hence alſo he gathers, That ProteFtants are in leſs danger of 
Hereſie than Papiſts, till theſe give them more ſufficient reaſons to 
rove, that whatever the Church declares, is certainly revealed by God. 
hus he. Now ſuch ſufficient proving reafons as Proteſtants 
plead, that Papiſts have not yer given them concerning this 
matter of Church-Authoriry, I alledge , that neither have 
they nor others given me. To be ſelf-condemned, therefore, in 
my diffent from the definition of the Council of Nice, I muſt 
hrit have ſufficient reafon propoſed to me to bcheve, (and fo 
remain {elf-condemned and Heretical in disbelieving 1t) this 
point ; viz. That the Church, or her Council, hath power to 
define matters of Faith in ſuch manner, as to require my aſſent 
thereto. Which fo long as T find no futhicient reaſon to believe, 
I ſuppoic I am freed (without obſtinacy or Hereſic, or being 
therein ſelf-condemned,) from yielding affent to any particular 
matter of Faith, which the Church defines. And, had I fat- 
ficient reaſon propoſed tame for believing this point, yet ſo 
long as I am nor actually convinced thereof, I become only 
_—_ of a fault of ignorance, not ”— or autocatacriſie, or 
Hereſie ;, for, if I am {elf-condemned, or guilty of obſtinacy in 
disbelicving the foreſaid points, || Then I become ſo, either by the 
Church's definition of this point, or without it. By reaſon of the Church's 
definition of this it cannot be; for this very yu of defining u the thing 
in queſtion, and therefore cannot be cleared to me by the Church's de- 
fining it F : and thus, That thing « propoſed to mein the definition to 
be believed, which muſt be ſuppoſed to be believed by me already, before 
ſuch propoſal or definition, or elſe the definition us not neceſſary to be be- 
lieved. 7+ Nor without, or before ſuch definition, can TI have an 
autocatacriſie ;, becauſe this autocatacriſie, you ſay with Dr. Ham- 
mond, ariicth from my difobcdicnce to the Church. 

Prot. Methinks, you make the ſame plea for your ſelf in this 
matter, as if one, that is queſtioned for not obeying rhe divine 
precepts, or not believing the divine Revclations delivered in 
Scripture, ſhould think to excuſe himſelf by this anſwer ; that 
indeed he doth not believe the Scripture ro be God's Word, and 
therefore he conceives, that he cannot reaſonably be required 
to believe that which 1s contained therein. And, as ſuch a per- 
ton hath as much reaſon (though this, not from the Scripture, 
ver from Apoſtolical Tradition) to believe thar Scripture 15 
Gods Word, as to belicve what is written in it; fo have you, 
though not from the Nicene Council defining it, yer from 

Scripturc 
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Scripture and Tradition manifeſting it, as much reaſon to be- 
ar is defined. It's true in- 

deed ; that had you not ſuſfcient propoſal, or ſufficient reaſon 
to know this your duty of Afent to this definition of the Coun- 
cil of Nice, you were faultleſs in it ; but herein lies your danger, 
that from finditis a nor aftual convition of the truth, within, 
A I know not what ſupine negligence, cr 


lievc its authority of defining, as w 


(hindred there 
itrong ſelf-conceir , &c.) you gather a non-ſufficrent propoſal, 
without. 

Soc. It remains then ro enquire, who ſhall judge concern- 
ing this ſafficient propoſal, or ſufficient reaſon, which. I am faid 
ro have, to believe what the Nicene Council, or the Church 
hath declared in this point. || Whether the Church's judg- 


$ 27, 
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ment is to be taken by me in this, or my own made ule of, If Þ 73: 


ber judgment, the ground of my belief and of Herekie lies ſtill in 
the Church's definition ; and thus it will be all one in effect, 
whether I believe what ſhe declares, withour ſufficient rea- 
fon ; orlcarnthis of her, when there 1s ſufficient reafon to be- 
lieve ſo. It muſt be then, my own judgment, I am to be direfted 


4 in this matter + : and if ſo, then 1t 1s to be preſumed, that + See Still, 
: 


d doth both afford me ſome means not to he miſtaken there- 
in; and alſo ſome certain knowledge when I do uſe this means 
aright: (for, without thefe two Ican have no ſecurity in my 
own judgment ina matter of ſo high concernmenc, as Hereſte 
and fundamental Faith is.) Now this means, in this matter, ] 
preſume I have daily uſed, in that I find my Conſcience, after 
much examination, therein to acquir me, unleſs you can 
preſcribe me ſome other ſurer evidence, without ſcnding me 
back again to the authrity of the Church. 

Prot. 1. Whilſt your diſcovery of your tenent to be an Here- 
fie depends on your having ſufficient reaſon to believe it is 
ſo. And 2. The judgment of your having, or not having 
ſufficient reaſon to believe this, is left to your lelt, the Church 
hath no mcans to know you or any other to be an Heretick, 
till they declare themſelves to be ſo. And thus, in ſtriving to 
free your ſelf from Hereſfie, you have freed all mankind 
from it, (as to any external diſcovery and convincement 
thereof) and cancelled ſuch a fin; unleſs we can find one, 
that will confeſs himſelf ro maintain a thing againſt his own 
Coplcicncc. 
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Soc. If T, ſo do the Proteſtants; for , they -alſo hold none 
guilty of Herefie, for denying any thing declared by the Church, 
unleſs they have reaſon to believe, that- whatever is decla- 
red by the Church is revealed by God; and of this ſufficient 
reaſon they make not the Church or Superiors, but themſelves, 


the Judge. 


CONFERENCE YV. 


His Plea, for his not being guilty of Schi/m. 


F. Hat the Sociniaw Churches have not forſaken the whole Church 

Catholick, or the external Communion of it : but only left one 

part of it that was corrupted ;" and reformed another part ,(1.c.) them- 

ſelves. Or. that he, and the Socinian Churches, being a part of the 

Catholick, they have not ſeparated from the whole, becauſe not 
from themſelves. F. 2.8. 

2. That their ſeparation being for an error unjuſtly impoſed upon them 
a5 a condition of Communion, the Schiſm # not theirs, who made 
the ſeparation ; but theirs who cauſed it. F. 29. 

Beſides that, whatever the truth of _ be ; yet ſo long as they are 
required by any Church to profeſs they believe, what they do not,their 
ſeparation cannot be ſaid cauſleſs, and ſo Schi/m. F. 32. 

2. That though he and his party had forſaken the external Communion 
of all other Churches, yet not the internal 3 in which they remain 
ſtill united tothem : both in that internal Communion of Charity in 
not condemning all other Churches as. non-Catholick ; and in that of 
Faith, in all Eſſentials and Fundamentals, and in all ſuch points, 
wherein the Unity of the Church Catholick conſiſts. F. 30. 

4- That the doftrin of Conſubſtantiality for which they departed, 1% 
denyed by them to be any Fundamental ; nor can the Churches, from 
rr ey depart for it, be acompetent Judge againſt them, that it 
z5 ſo. Y. 24- | 

5. That, though they are ſeparaters from the Roman, yet not from the 
Reformed Churches, which Churches leave men to the liberty of 
their own judgment ; nor require any internal aſſent to their deftrins 
(in which thing theſe blame the tyranny of the Roman Church) Jave 


only 


35 


*y HI 
cpa Db ILL AAA > bn. 


for a Socinian. 


only conditional, if any be convinced of the truth thereof; or, not 
convinced of the contrary. F. 25. 

6, In fine, that for enjoying and continuing in the Proteſkant Com- 
munion he maketh as full a profeſſion of conformity to her Do&rins 
as Mr. Chillingworth hath done in ſeveral places of his book which 
yet was accepted as ſufficient. F. 41. 


5. TD Ror. IT have yet one thing more, about which to que- 

 ſtion you. f you will not acknowledge your opinion 
y6 6 in oppoling the publick judgment, and definition of the 
Catholick Church in that moſt reyerend  Conncil of Nice, 
upon pretence that you have not had a convincing Propoſal, 
that this Definition was therein made according to God's Word, 
or the Scriptures; yet, how will you clear your ſelf, or your 
Socinian Congregations of Schiſm ? avoidable upon no plea of 
adherence to Scripture, if it ſhall appear, that you have for 


this opinion deſerted the Communion of the Catholick Church, 


out of which Church is no Salvation. 


SOC. Þf I grant there neither #s, nor can be any juſt cauſe to depart + Dy. Patter 
from the Church of Chriſt ; no more than from Chrilt himſelf : there p, 75, | 


fore I utterly deny, that our Churches have made any ſeparation from 
the Church Catholick at all: and this for many reaſons. For Iſt. 
T—We have not forſaken the whole Church, or the external Communion 
of it : but only that part of it which is corrupted, and ſtill will be ſo ; 
and have not forſaken, but only reformed another part of it, which 
part we our ſclves are: and Iſuppoſe you will not go about to per- 
ſwade us, that we have forſaken our ſclves, or our own Communion. 
And if you urge, that we joined our. ſelves to no other part, therefore 
we ſeparated from the whole : I ſay, it follows not, inaſmuch as our 
ſelves were a part of it, and ſtill continued ſo, aud therefore can no 
more ſeparate from the whole, than from our ſetves. 

Pror. So then, it ſeems we need fear no Schiſm, from rhe 
Church Catholick till a part can divide from it elf, which can 
never bc. 

Soc. Next,” As for our ſeparating from all other particular 
Churches, the ground of our Separation bcing an crror, which 
hath crept into the Communion of thete Churches , and 
which is unjuſtly impoſed upon us in order to this Commu- 
nion, we conceive, inthis caſe, if any, They, nor We, are the 
Schiſmaticks : for as the Arch-Bithop ||. ——The Schiſm 1s theirs, 
whoſe the Cauſe of it is ; and he makes the ſeparation , who "on 
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the firſt juſ# cauſe of it, not be that makes attual ſeparation, upon 4 


Juſt cauſe preceding. 

. Again, Though we have made an aCtual Separation from 
them, as to the not-conforming to, or alſo as to the reforming 
ofan error : yet, Firſt, As to Charity ; we do ſtill retain with 
the ſame Churches our former Communion. Not divi- 
ding from them through the breach of Charity ; Or condemning all 
other Churches, as no parts of the Catholick Church, and drawing the 
Communion wholly to our ſelves, as did thoſe famous Schiſmaticks, 
the Donatiſts. [See Doctor Ferne Diviſion of Churches, p. 10g. 
and 31, 32] 

Next, «s to matter of Faith: We hold that all ſeparation 
from all particular Churches in ſuch a thing, whercin the unity 
of the Catholick Church doth not conſiſt, is no ſeparation 
from the whole Church, nor is any thing more, than our ſut- 
penſion from the Communion of particular Churches, till 
ſuch their error is reformed. For, as Doctor Stillingfleet | 
There can be no ſeparation from the whole Church but in juch things, 
wherein the unity of the 2vhole Church lies:—Whoſo therefore ſeparates 
from any particular Church as to things not concerning their being, is 
only ſeparated from the Communion of that Church, and not the Catho- 
lick. Now, that for which we have ſeparated from other 
Churches, we conceive not ſuch, as is effential, or concerns 
the being of a Church fo, that without it we or they cannot 
{t;1] retainthe eſſence thereof ; we declare alſo our readineſs to 
joyn with them again, if this error be corre&ed, or ar leaſt not 
impoſed : And || (as Dr. Stillingfleet faith) Where there is 
this readineſs of Communion, there is no abſolute ſeparation from the 
Church as ſuch, but only ſuſpending Communion, till ſuch. abuſes be 
reformed, | or not preſſed upon us]. And as Biſhop BramhallF 
When one part of the univerſal Church ſeparateth it ſelf from an- 
other part, not abſolutely or in eſſentials, but reſpef&ively in abuſes, ana 
mmnovations, not as it is a part of the univerſal Church, but only ſo far 
as it is corrupted and degenerated Cwhether in doftrin or manners] 
it doth ſtill retain a Communion not only with the Catholick Church, 
and with all the Orthodox members of the Catholick Church, but even 


' with that corrupted Church, from which it is ſeparated, except only 


in {ach Corruptions. | 
Prot. Saving better Judgments , merhinks a ſeparation (if 
caufeleſs) from the Communion of all other Churches, or 
from thoſe who arc our Supcriors, ina leſſer matter _ 48) a 
: unda- 
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Fundamental or effential point of Chriſtianity as deſtroys the 
being of a Church, ſhould be Schiſm ; and the ſmaller the point 
for which we ſeparate, the greater the guilt of our ſeparation. 
Were not the Donatiſts Schiſmaticks in rejefting the Catholick 
Communion, requiring their conformity in ſuch a point, in 
which St. Cypriar's error before the Church's defining thereof 
was very cxcuſable; and the African Congregations in his 
time not un-churched thereby ? 

Soc. || But the Donatiſts did cut off from the Body of Chriſt,and || D. Pottey 
the hope of Salvation, the Church from which they ſeparated, which Þ- 70. 

z the property of Schiſmaticks. And ft They were juſtly char- T Stillingft. 
ged with Schiſm, becauſe they confined the Catholick Church within f 359- 
their own bounds. But as Dr. Ferne faith ||—Had the Donatiſts only || Diviſion of 
uſed their liberty and judgment in that prattice of re-baptizing Here- Churches. Þ. 
ticks, leaving other Churches to their liberty ; and (though thinking 190. 
them in an error for admitting Hereticks, without baptizing them, yet) 
willing to bave Communion with them, as parts of the Catholick 
Church ( ſaving the prattices wherein they differed), then had they not 

been guilty of Schiſm. In that which I hold 1 only follow my 
Conlcience, condemn not the Churches holding otherwiſe : 

On the other ſide || Chri/# hath forbid me under pain of danmation to || Chillingws 
profeſs what T believe not [bc it ſmall or great] and conſequently un- 7. 278. 
der the ſame penalty hath obliged me to leave the Communion, in which 

TI cannot remain without the Hypocritical Profeſſion of ſuch a thing, 

which I am convinced to be erroneows. Þ At leajt ths T know, that + 1b. 279. 
the Dodrin which I have choſen, to me ſcerns true , and the con- 
trary , which I have forſaken, ſeems falſe : and therefore, with- 
out remorſe of Conſcience, I may profeſs that, but this I cannot : and 
a (eparation, for preſerving my Conſcience, I hope will never be 
judged cauſeleſs. 

Prot. At this rate none will be a Schiſmatick, but he who 
knows he erreth (3. e. not who holdcth, but only who profef- 
{cth an error) ; or who knows, that the point, for the non- 
conformity to which, required of him, he deſerts the Church. 
isa Truth, and the contrary,which he maintains, an error. 
But Dottor Hammond + tells you. That he that doth not com- 
municate with thoſe [1 ſuppoſe he means Superiors] the condition T Of Sehiſm, 
of whoſe Communion contains nothing really erroneous or ſinful, though +2324 25] 
the doftrin ſo propoſed as the condition of their Communion, be ap- | 
prehended by him,-to whom it # thus propoſed , to be falſe, remains | 
in Schiſm. 
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Soc. And at this rate, all thoſe, who ſeparate from the 
Church, requiring their afſent to what is indeed a truth, will 
be Schiſmaticks, Sd thar, whether in a point Fundamental, 
or not Fundamental,) though they have uſed all the induſtry, 
all the means they can (except this, the relying on their Supe- 
riors judgment) notto err ;, unleſs you will ſay, thar all truths, 
even not Fundamental, arc in Scripture ſo clear, that none 
uſing a right induſtry, can (neither) crr in them ; which no 
Chillingworth hath majntaincd hitherto. 

Prot. But we may let this paſs; for, your ſeparation was 
ina point perſpicuous enough in Scripture (and ſo you void 
of ſuch excuſe) : was in a point Eflential and Fundamental, 
and in which a wrong belief deſtroys any longer Cem- 
munion of a particular Perſon or Chutch, with the Ca- 
tholick. 

Soc. This I utterly deny ; nor ſce I by what way this can 
ever be proved againſt me, for you can affign no Eccletiaſtical 
Judge that can diſtinguiſh Fundamentals, Necefſaries, or Ei- 
ſentials, from thoſe points that arc nor ſo, as hath been ſhewed 
already. And as Dr. Szllimgfleet || _ concerning Herelie, 
ſo may I concerning Schiim : hat are the mcaſures 
whereby we ought to judge, what things are Effential to the 

being of Chriſtianity, or of the Church > Whether mult the 
Church's judgment be taken, or every mans own judgment ? if the 
former, the Ground of Schiſm lies ſtill in the Church's defini- 
tions, contrary to what Proteſtants affirm : if the /atter;, then 
no onecan be a Schiſmatick, but he, that oppoſcth that of 
which he is, Or may be convinced, that 1t 1s a Fundamental, Or 
fſential matter of Faith. If he be only a Schiſmatick, that op- 
poſeth that, of which he is convinced; then no man is a Schiſ- 
matick, bur he that goes againtt his preſent Judgment; and fo 
th2re will be few Schiſmaricks in the world , If he, that oppo- 
ſeth that, which hemay be convinced of ,, then again, it is that 
which he may be convinced of, cither in the Church's judgment 
or in his own : If in the Church's, it comes tothe tame iflue, as 
in the former : If in his own; how I pray, ſhall I know, that I 
124v be convinced of what, uſing a duc indeavour, I am nor 
convinced already 2? or, how ſhall I know, when a que induſtry 


1: :1{ed 2 and ifT cannot know this, how ſhould I ever fettle my 


feifunleſs it be upon Authority, which you allow not. Again, 


I am taught, that any particular, whether Perſon or Church, 
may 
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my judge for themſelves with the Judgment of Diſcretion : And 
inthe matter of Chriſtian Communion, tThat nothing can 
be more unreaſonable, than that the Society [{uppoſe it be a Council] 
impnſing conditions of its Communion [ſuppoſe the Council of Nice 
impoling Conſubſtantiality fo] ſhould be Fudge, whether thoſe 
conditions be juſt and equitable or no : And eſpecially in this caſe,where 
a confiderable Body of Chriſtians Judge ſuch things required to be unlaw- 
ful conditions of Communion, ws Juſtice or reaſon ws there, that the 
party accuſed ſhould ſit judge in his own cauſe ? 

Prot. By this way no Separatiſt can cver be a Schiſmatick, if 
he is conſtituted the judge, whether the reaſon of his ſepara- 
tion 1s juſt. 

Soc. And in the other way, there can never be any juſt cauſe 
of ſeparation at all, if the Church-Governors, from whom I 
ſeparate, arc to judge, whether that be an crror, for which I 
ſeparate. 

Prot. It ſeems ſomething that you ſay: But yet, though. up- 
on ſuch conſideration, a free uſe of your own judgment, as to 
providing for your own Salvation 1s granted you ; yet, me- 
thinks in this matter you have ſome greater caule to ſuſpeCt it, 
fince ſeveral Churches, having of late taken liberty tocxamine 
by Gods Word morc ſtrictly the 'corrupt dodrins of former 
ages, yet thelc reformed, as well as the other unreformed, ſtand 
oppolite to you z and neither thoſe PRtng on follow the 
Scriptures , nor thoſe profeſſing to follow Tradition,-and 
Church-Authoriry ; neither thoſe requiring ſtrict obedience 
and ſubmiſſion of judgment, nor thoſe indulging Chriſtian 1i- 
berty, countenance your doCtrin. Bur you ſtand alſo Refer- 
mers of the Reformation, and ſcparated from all. 

Soc. Soft a little. Though I ſtand ſeparated indeed from 
the preſent unreformed Churches; or alſo (if you will) from 
the whole Church that was before Luther ; yet I both cnjoy the 
external Communion, and think I have reaſon to account my 
ſelf a trus member of the Churches Reformed ; and, as I ne- 
ver condemned them, or thought Salvation not attainable in 
them; ſoneither am I (that 7 of) excluded by, or from 
them; ſo long asI retain my opinion in 1ilence, and do. not 
diſtrb their peace; and. I take my ſelfalſo.on. theſe rermsrto be 
a member, in particular, of the Church' of England, wherein 
I have hcen educated. For, all rheſe Churches (as contefſing 
themielyeos fallible in their decree) do nor require of their _ 
ICs 
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Gets to yield any internal aſſent to their DoCtrins ; or ro pro- 
fels any thing againſt their Confcience, and in Hypocrifie , 
and do forbear ro uſe that, Tyranny upon any for enjoying 
their Communion , which they ſo much condefrin in that 
Church, from which, for this yery thing, they were forced to 
part Communion, and to reform. Of this matter, thus, Mr. 
Whitby +—Whom did our Convocation ever damn for not internally ye- 
cetving their decrees ? Dothey not leave every man to the liberty of his 
judgment ?—They do not require, that we ſhould in all things believe, as 
they believe ;, but that we ſhould ſubmit to their determination, and 
20t contradict them, their decificns are not obtruded as infallible Oracles, 
but only ſubmitted to in order to peace and unity———So that their work 
z rather to ſilence, than to determine diſputes, 8&C.— and p. 438. 
IWe grant a neceſſity, or at leaſt a convenience of a Tribunal to decide 
controverſies, but how? Not by cauſing any perſon to believe what he 
did rot antecedently to theſe decrees,upon the. ſole authority of the Council, 
but by filencing our diſputes, and making is acquieſce in what 15 pro- 
ounded without any publick eppoſition to 1t, keeping our opinions to our 
ſelves A liberty of uſing private diſcretion in approving or rejetling 
any thing as delivered, or not, in Scripture, we think ought to be al- 
lowed ; for faith cannot be compelled; and by taking away this liberty 
from men, we ſhould force them to become Hypocrites, and ſo profeſs 
ourwardly what inwardly they disbelieve. And fee Dr. Stilling- 
fleets Rational Account, p. 104. where,ſpcaking of the obliga- 
tion to the 39.Articles, he ſaith, -—-That rhe Church of England, 
excommunicates ſuch as openly oppoſe her doctrin, ſuppoſing her fallible , 
the Roman Church excommunicates all,, who will not belive whatever 
ſhe defines to be infallibly true.———That the Charch'of England \bind- 
eth men to peace to her determinations, reſerving to. men the liberty of 
their judgments, on pain of excommunication if they violate that peace, 
For it is plain on the one fide, where a Church pretends infellibility, the 
excommunication  diretted againſt the _ fer refuſing to. give in- 
zernal aſſent to what ſhe defines : But where a Church. dots not pretend 
zo that, the excommunication reſpe&ts 2holly that overt Att, whereby 
the Church's peace 3s broken. And if a Church be bound to look to her own 
peace, no doubt ſhe hath power to excommunicate ſuch as openly violate 
the bonds of it ; which t only an att of caution in a Church to preſerve 
her ſelf in unity; but where it us given out, that the Church # infallible, 
the excommunitation muſt be ſo much the more unreaſonable, becauſe 
it # againſt thofe internal atts of the mind, over which the Church 
as ſuch hath no dirett power. — And p. 55. he quotes theſe words 
(01008 
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out of Biſhop Bramball + to the ſame ſenſe,—Me do not ſafer any f Schiſm 
man to rejeF the 39 Articles of the-Church of England at bis pleaſure ; guarded, p.' 
et neither do we look upon them as eſſentials of ſaving faith,or legacies 192. 


of Chriſt; and his Apoſtles , but, in a mean, as pions.-opinions fitted for 
the preſervation of unity ; neither do we oblige any mar to believe them, 
but only not to contradit them. By which we ſte what waſt difference 
there is, between thoſe things which are required by the Church of Eng- 
land in orderto peace, and thoſe which are impoſed by the Church of 


Rome, &c. Laſtly, thus Mr. Chillingworth + 'of the.juſt au- 4 P.2001 . 


thority of Councils and Synods (beyond which the Proteſtant 
Srands or Conyocations pretend not.)——The Fathers of the 
Church (faith he) in after times | 5. e. after the Apoſtles] might 
have juſt cauſe to declare their judgment, touching the ſenſe of ſome pe- 
neral Articles of the Creed : but to oblige others to receive their pE 4 
rations under pain of damnation, what warrant they had, I know not : 
He, that can ſhew, either that the Church of all ages was to have this 
Authority ; or, that it continued in the Church for ſome ages, and then 


expired: He, that can ſhew either of theſe things let him ; for my part © 


T cannot. Tet I willingly confeſs the juogwuens of @ Council, though 
not infallible, ws yet ſo for direflive, and obliging, that (without ap- 
parent reaſon to the contrary) it may be ſin toreject it, at leaſt not 


70 afford it an outward ſubmiſſion for publick peace ſake. [Thus much,-. 


as the Proteſtant Synods ſeem contented with, ſo I allow]}— 
Again p. 375. He faith Any thing beſides Scripture, and the 
Plain, irrefragable , indubitable conſequences of it, Well may Prote- 
ſtants hold it as matter of opinion ; but as matter of faith and reli- 
gion, neither can they with coherence to their own grounds believe it 
themſelves, nor require the belief of it of others, without moſt high and 
moſt ſchiſmatical preſumption. Thus he : now I ſuppole that ei- 
ther no Proteſtant Church or Synod will ſtile the Son's coequal 
God-head with the Racker a plain irrefragable, indubitable 
" Scripture, or conſequence thereof, about which 1s, and. hath 
been ſo much conteſt ; or with as much reaſon, they may call 
whatever points they pleaſe fuch, however controverted,. and 
then, what is ſaid here ſignifics —_— 


Prot. Be not miſtaken , I pray : clpecially concerning the - 


Church of Exgland. For though ſhe, for ſeveral Points, 1impo- 
fed formerly by the Tyrangy of the Roman Church, hath grant- 
ed liberty of Opinion, or at leaſt freed her Subjefts from obliga- 
tion to believe fo in them, as the Cfgzeh formerly requrred ; 


ct as to cxcluſfion of you "a {th firmly to 
p TR Nottrin, the pro. believe 
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believe the three Creeds ; and concerning the Additions mad© 
in the two latter Creeds to the firſt, Dr. Hammond + acknow- 
T Of Funda- ledgeth,-——That they being thus ſettled by the Univerſal Churchs 
nentals. P. were, and ſtill are in all way without diſputing, 'to be received and 
-99; embraced by the Proteſtant Church, and every meek Member thereof, 
with that reverence that is due to Apoſtolick Truths ; with that thank- 
Fulneſs which us our meet tribute to thoſe ſacred Champions, for their [ea- 
ſonable, and provident propugning onr faith , with ſuch timely and ne- 
ceſſary application to prattice, that the Holy Ghoſt, 'ſpeaking to us now, 
under the times of the New Teſtament by the Governors of the-Chriſtian 
Churches, (Chriſts mediate ſucceſſors in the Prophetick, Paſtoral, Epiſ- 
copal Office) as he bad formerly ſpoken by the Prophets of the Old Teſt a- 
ment, ſent immediately by him, may find a cheerful audience, and re- 
cerve all uniform ſubmiſſion from ws. Thus, Dr. Hammond of the 
| - Church of  E»gland's aſſent to the three Creeds. She afſſenteth 
|| cap. x, alſo to the definitions of the four firſt General Councils: And 
| the Aft 1 Eliz. || declares Herefie that,which hath been adjudged 
ſo by them; now in the definitions of theſe 4 firſt General Coun- 
. ils your enent hath received a mortal wound.But laſtly, che 
J Can. 4. 4th Canon in the Engliſh Synod held 1640. + particularly ſtiles 
Socinianiſm a moſt damnable and curſed Hereſie, 'and contrary to the 
Articles of Religion eſtabliſhed in the Church of England : and orders 
that any, convitted of ir, be excommunicated and not abſolved, but 
upon his repentance and abjuration. Now further than this[ame- 
ly, excommunication upon convittion. ] No other Church I ſup- 
poſe hath, or can proceed againſt your Herefic ; It being re- 
ceived as a common Axiom in the Canon Law; that Eccleſia 
won judicat de occultss, And Copitations panam nemo 
patitur. -And— -0b peccatum merd mnternum Eccleſiaſtica 
cenſura ferri non poteſk, And in all Churches every onc, 
of what internal perſwaſion ſoeyer , continues externally at 
leaſt a member thereof , till the Church's cenſures do' &x- 
$ 27, cludehim. 

Soc. The Church of England allowcth, afſenteth to, and 
teacherh, whar ſhe judgerh evident in the Scripture ; for 1o ſhe 
ought ; what ſhe believes, or afſenteth to, I look not after , but 
what ſhe enjoyns. Now I vield all that obcdicnce in this point, 


that ſhe requires from me ;” and {i preſume the will acknow- 
ledge me a dutiful Son, 
| Prot. 
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Prot. What obedience when as you deny one of her chicfeſt, 
and moſt tundamental doftrins ? 

Soc. If I miſtake not her principles, ſhe requires of me no 
internal belief or aſſent to- any of her do&rins, but only, 11t. 
Silence , or non-contradiction F or 21y, a conditional _ +& 6 
whenever I ſhall be convinced of the truth thereof. Now in 
both theſe I moſt readily obey her.For the 1ſt,] have ſtrictly ob- 
ſerved it, kept my opinion to my felf; unleſs this my dif- 
courſe with you hath been a breach of it; but then I was at 
leaſt a dutiful ſubje& of this Church at the beginning of our 
diſcourſe ; and for the 2d, whether a&#ual convittion, or ſuff- 
cient propoſal, be made the condition of my affent, or ſubmiſ- 
ſion of judgment, I am conſcious to my ſelf of no diſobedience, 
as to either of theſe ; for an atual convittion I am ſure I have 
not: and, ſuppoſing, that I have had a Si propoſal, and 


AL 


do not know it, my obedience, upon the Proteſtant principles,. 


can poſſibly advance no further, than it nowdoth. The Apo- 
ftles Creed totally embrace, and would have it the ſtanding 
bound of a Chriſtian Faith. For other Creeds : I ſuppoſe, no 
more belief is neceſſary to the Arricles of the Nicene Creed, than 
is required to thoſe of the Athanaſian. And, of what kind the 
neceſſity is of believing thoſe, Dr. Stillingfleet ſtares on this 
manner 7 That the cows of a thing may be ſuppoſed neceſſary, 
ether as to the matter, becauſe the matter is to be believed in it ſelf ne- 
ceſſary ; or becauſe of the clear convittion of mens underſtandings ; 
that, though the matters be not in themſelves neceſſary, yet being reveal- 
ed by God, they muſt be explicitly belizv?d: but then, the neceſſity of this 
belief doth extend no further, than the clearneſs of the convittion doth. 
Again, that the neceſſity of bekeving any thing ariſing from the 
Church's definition [upon which motive you ſeem to preſs the 
belief of the Article of Conſubſtantiality] doth depend upon the Con- 
wittion, that whatever the Church defines x nec-ſſary to be believed. 
And, where that 3s no; received as an antecedent principle, the other 
cannot be ſuppoſed. [Now this principle neither I, nor yet Pro- 
teſtants, accept]. Then he concludes—— That as to the Athena- 
ſian Creed [and the ſame it is for the Nicene.] It is unreaſonable to 
3magine, that the Church of England doth own this neceſſity, purely 
01 the account of the Church's d. finition of thoſe things which are not 
fundamental, it being direttly contrary to her ſenſe im her 19th and 
20th Articles. [Now. which Articles of this Creed are not 
Fundamental, ſhe detines nothing ; nor do the 19, 20, or 21. 

E's Articles 
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Articles own a neceſſity of belieying the Church's Definitions, 


even as to Fundamentals.] And hence, that the ſuppoſed neceſſity of 
the belief of the Articles f the = Creed muſt according to the 
ſenſe of the Churchof-England, be reſolved, either into the neceſſit of 
the matters,. or into that neceſſity, which ſuppoſeth cleat poo.” 
that the things therein contained are of divine Revelation. Thus he. 
Now, for io many Articles as I am either convinced of the 
matter to be believed, that it is in it ſelf neceſſary ; or, that 
they are divine Reyclations, Ido moſt readily yield my Faith, 
and aſſent thereto. Now. to make ſome Reply to the other 
things you have objected. 

The A& 1 Eli, allows no Definitions of the Firſt Genera) 
Councils in declaring Herefie,but with this limitation, that, in 
ſuch Councils, ſuch thing be declarcd Hereſie by the expreſs and 
plain words of the Canonical Scripture. On which terms I allo 
accept them. 

Dr. Hammonds affirming, That all additions ſettled by the Uni- 
verſal Church Che means General Councils] are in all reaſon, with- 
out diſputing , to be received as Apoltolical Truths, that the Holy 
Ghoſt ſpeaking to us by the Governors of the Chriſtian Churches,Chriſ?*s 
Succeſſors,may receive all uniform ſubmiſſion from us ſuits not with the 
Proteſtant Principles oftcn formerly mentioned. f'For thus (if 
I rightly underſtand him) all the definitions of General Coun- 
cils, and ofthe Chriſtian Governors inall ages, as theſe bein 
till ChriſP's Succefſors, arc to be without diſputing, embrace 
as truths Apoſtolical. 

If the words of the fourth Canon of the Engliſh Synod 1640. 
ſignific any more, than this ; Tharany perſon convifed of Soci- 
nianiſm (5. e. by publiſhing his opinion) ſhall, upon ſuch con- 
viction, be excommunicated ;. and if it be underſtood adequate 
to this, .2ui non crediderit filium efſe 6 4405mv Deo Patri, Anathema 
/it, and, thatthe Church of England, for allowing her Com- 
munion, 1s not content with ſilence in reſpect of Socinianitm, 
bur obligerh men alto to aſſent to the contrary ; then, I ſee nor 
apon what good grounds fuch exclamation 1s made againſt rhe 
likeAnathema's or cxactions of afſent required by-that of Trenr, 
or other late Councils, or by Pizs his Bull. If it be faid here, 
the reaſon of ſuch faulting them is, becauſe theſe require afſent, 
not being lawful-Genera! Comncils, fuch reaſon will not pals; 
it. B&auſe, neither the Engliſh Synod, cxatting aſſent in this 
point, is a General Council. 21y. Beeaule, it is the Proteſtanr 
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tenent , that neither may lawful General Councils require 
aſſent to all their Definitions. Or, if it be affirmed (either 
of General or Provincial Counctls) that they may require af- 
ſent under Anathema to ſome of their decrees ; viz. Thoſe 
evidently true, and divine Revelations ; Tuch as Conſubſfanti- 
ality is ; but may not to others; viz. Thoſe not manifeſted 
by them to be ſuch ; then, before we can cenſure any Coun- 
ci] for its Anathema's , or its requiring of aſſent, we muſt 
know, whether the point, to which affent is required, is, or 
Is not, evident divine Revelation. And then, by whom, or 
how, ſhall this thing touching the evidence of the Divine Re- 
velation be judged or decided ? for thoſe that judge this, 
whoever they be, do fit now upon the trial of the rightnefs, or 
miſtake of the judgment of a General Council : Or when, 
think we, will thoſe who judge this (3. e. every perſon for him- 
ſelf) agree in their ſentence? Again, Ifon the other ſide, the 
former Church in her language, Ss quis non crediderit, ec. Anathe- 
4 ſit, be affirmed (to which purpoſe the fore-mentioned Axi- 
oms arcurged by you) tro mean nothing more, than, Sz quis 
Hzreſin ſuam palam profiteatur, & hujus profeſſions convitins fu- 
erit, Anathema it, "Thus the Proteſtants former quarrel with 
her paſſing ſuch Anathema's will be concluded cauliclels and 
unjult. But indced, though, (according to the former ſen- 
tences,) her Anathema is not extended to the internal act of 
holding ſuch an opinion, if wholly concealed, fo far as to 
render ſuch perion for it to ſtand excommunicated, and lic aQtu- 
ally under this cenſure of the Church, becauſe hitherto no 
contempt of her authority appears, nor is any dammage 
inferred to any other member of her Society thereby ? Yet 
her Anathema alſo extends, even to the internal act, or te- 
net, after the Churclrs contrary definition ' known ( which 
cenct alfothen is not held without a diſobedience, and con- 
tempt of her authority) ſo far, as to render the delinquent 
therein guilty of a very great mortal ſin; and ſo at the fame 
time internally cut off from being a true member of Chrif?*s 
Body , though externally he is not as yet ſo cut off. And the 
Caluiſts further ſtare him ip/o fafo ro be excommunicated , 
before, and without conviction , if externally he doth , or 
ſpeaketh any thing , whereby he is convincible; and nor. if 
ow be any thing proved againſt him, but if anv thing at 
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Conſcience, not only to confeſs his heretical opinion, for his 
being abſolved from mortal fin; but alſo to ſeek a releaſe 
from excommunication incurred , for his re-enjoying the 
Church's Communion. . Thus you ſee a rigor ' in this 
Church towards what it once accounted Herefte much dif- 


ferent from the more mild Spirit, and moderate temper of 


the Reformed. 


To conclude. For the enjoying the Proteffanr Communi- 
on, I conceive that, as to any necefſary -approbation of her 
Dottrins , it is ſufficient for me to hold with Mr. Chillmgworth 
(as IdoF) That the Dottrin of Proteſtants, though not that, 
of all of them, abſolutely true, yet it « free from all impicty, and 
from all Error deſtruttive to Salvation, or in it ſelf damnable. 
And t whatſoever hath been held neceſſary to Salvation by 
the conſent of Proteflants , or even of the Church of England , 
[which indeed hath given no certain Catalogue at all of ſuch 
weceſſaries], that, againſt the Socinians, and all others whatſoever, I do 
verily believe, and embrace And (which is ſtill the _= ; Fo 
I am perſwaded, that the conſtant dottrin of the Church of England, 
# ſo pure and Orthodox, that whoſoever believes it , and lives ac- 
cording to it, undoubtedly he ſhall be ſaved. [For if all truths ne- 
cefary to Salvation be held in it, then, fo, is no error, oppoſite 
or deſtructiveto Salvation, held by it; and ſo, living accor- 
ding to the truths it holds, I may be ſaved.] Again 
Tbelieve that there # no error in it, which may neceſſitate, or warrant 
any man to diſturh the peace, or renounce the Communion of it, ['For, 
though I believe Antiſoctmianiſm, an error ; YctifI hold it not 
ſuch, as that for itany man may diſturb the peace, or ought 
ro renounce the Communion of the Church, I may profeſs all 
this, and yet hold Socinianiſm.] Laſtly as he, || ſo] ; 
Propoſe me any thing out of the Bible, ſeem it never [o incomprehenſible, 
T will ſubſcribe it with hand and heart. In other things [that I think 
not contained in this Book] TI will take no mans hberty of judg- 
ment from him, neither ſhall any man take mine from me ;, for I am 
fully aſſured, that God doth not, and therefore that men ought not ts 
require any more of any man than this ; To believe the Scripture to 
be Gods Word, to A to find the true ſenſe of it ;, and to live 
according to it, Without pertinacy I can be no Heretick;, Andf, 
endeavouring to find the true ſenſe of Scripture, I cannot but hold 
my error without pertinacy, and be ready to. forſake it, when a more 
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true, and a more probable ſenſe ſhall appear unto itn An] then, all 
neceſſary truth being plainly ſet down in Scripture, I am certain by 
believing Scripture to believe all neceſſary truth; and in doing ſo, my 
life being anſwerable to my Faith, how us it poſſible I ſhould 
JT fail of —<poags ? Thus Mr. Chillingworth ſpeaks perte&tly 
| my ſenle. 

Proc. I ſee no other cure for you ; but that you learn bu- 
mnility and mortification of your Underſtanding (in which lies the 
mos ſubtle and perilous of all Prides): And, It will reduce 
you to Obedience : and this to Truth . The' , with all the Church 
of God , you may give glory to God the only begotten Son, 
and the Holy Ghoſt, ceeſſential with God the Father, To which 
Trinity in Unity, as it hath been from the beginning, and is now, 
ſo ſhall all Honour and Glory be given throughout all fu- 
ture ages. JAmen, 


FINIS. 
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1 P** 19. lin. 18, read Emperor. p. 28. 1. 1. dele [See more 
| Proteſtants cited to ths purpoſe, Diſc. 3.F. 19.] pag. 31.1. 7. 
r. there by. 
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